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is Writings, contain'd in the Second Part of 
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me command of Cod to hehe to offer 1 up his 
Son, is fully conſider'd, and clear'd from all 


OBJECTIONS. 
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DEFENCE 


Of a Book, intitled, 


The Belief of a Future State. proved 


to be a fundamental Article of the 
Religion of the HEINE s, Tc. 


N my late Book, intitled, The Belief of a 
Future State proved to be a fundamental 
Article of the Religion of the Hebrews, 
&c. I declared my Purpoſe was fo ſhew, 

that the Religion of the Hebrews or Jews «das 


founded on the Principles of natural Religion, to 


which Revelation was added; and particularly, 
that the Belief of a Future State, or Life to 
come, was a primary fundamental Article of this 
Religion. a3 MA} n 
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| 1 4 J | 
This was very clear and evident to me, and 1 
endeavour'd to make it ſo to the Reader, u itbout 
defiring or intending to enter into Controverſy 
with any learned. Perſon, who. is or ſhall be of 
dnorber Opinion”; page 3 | Je 3 — we 
I knew Mr. Warburton was of a different 
Opinion; and I had not Vanity to think, that 
he wou'd be any more convinc'd by my Wri- 
tings, than I had been by his: This was not 
wy View : But the Opinion I had of his A- 
ilicſes and Marmer of / Writing, made me re- 
ſolye not to mention ther Un or his Babks 
at all, that he might have leſs Pretence to 
excite his hoſtile Spirit againſt. me; and he 
wou'd now have paſs'd unregarded by me, 
who was determin d. to mind: nothing but Ar- 
ument, with which I knew he "wou'd” not 
trouble me] had his Reflections been ever fo 
rude. and unmannecly, for, th; xpected, if 
they had not alſo FEST moral 25 22 b 
The Caſe was this: After I had read his 
Divine Legation, ſo calbd, I found nothing in 
any Part of it of real Learning or ſolid Argu- 
ment. All js a dark, confus d Maſs, withqu 
Light or Order; and the Whole ſo manag'd; 
as to expoſe. the. divine Miſſion of Moſes under 
2 Pretence, of defending. it; tho' I believe he 
did not ſes that Conſequence when he- firſt 
wrote: This was mere pardonable Ignorance; 
but. as * wk | pc by, i Obſti- 
nacy and wiltul Oppoſition to Truth is unpar- 
s 2 To 


E 

I To ſuppoſe, as he does, that the Nation af 
1 Y the Jews were not taught, nor did believe a 

future State of Rewards: and Puniſhments, is 

: ſuch a ſtaring Abſurdity, and if true, ſuch a 
4 Preſumption againſt a divine Revelation being 
1 4 _ to them, as will render him who aſſerts 
it uncapable of proving ſuch a Revelation ; 
1 ? and ſo muſt needs be a moſt prepoſterous and 
wrrong- headed Way of proving the divine Miſ- 
= Gan and Authority of Moſes. 
MI. V. himſelf confeſſeth, [ Div. Legat. 
p. 241. ] that no Religion ever exiſted without _ 
the Doctrine of 4 Future State, He alſo ſays, 
Iljp. 438.] that all Legiflators, except Philoſo+ 
> phers, taught and believ'd a future State of Re- 
* wards and Pumnſtments, alſo that all Nations 
believd it. Yet Moſes, he thinks, who was no 
pPtofeſs d Philoſopher, did not teach i it, nor his 
> People believe it. What a ſtrange Cicum- 
ſtance is this, if true? that one mo was wiſer 
than the wiſeſt of Pagan Legiſlators ſhou'd not 
> teach a Doctrine which they both taught and 
> believ'd, and a Doctrine ſo important, that no 
Religion ever exiſted, or can be ſupported withs | 
out ut; and that a People having not only the 
U of natural Reaſon, but who were 40 
> 7aught of God, ſhou'd not believe what all Na- 
tions believ'd by the Light of Nature, and 
what is a neceſſary and fundamental Doctrine 

= of Religion. This looks as if Mees (as hig 
Enemies ſuggeſted) had put out the Eyes of bis 
2 and Sad taken from them, or at 7 
left 


LAS — bk. dM JE 
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[6] 


Religion, 200 bout which no Religion ever exiſted, 
that mig ht ſupport it by a far inferior Sanc- 
tion, and Fach as' never did, nor ever can ef. 
fectually ſupport Religion. 

But the Belief of a God and Providine: al 
ways infer d the Belief of a future State of Re- 
wards and Puniſhments, if the Apoſtle knew 
how to reaſon, Heb. xi. 6. And it is a true 
and neceſſary Inference drawn from the Nature 
and Attributes of God conſider'd with the 
Nature and State of Mankind; and therefore 
it was the general Senfe of Men at all Times, 
from the Beginning, of Jews and Pagans ; and 
there never was a Nation or People known i in 
the moſt ancient Ages, and before the Light of 
the Goſpel appear'd, which did not believe a 
future State. So that I have wonder'd that 
Mr. V. ſhou'd have gain'd any Character for 


Learning from ſuch Writings as he has pub- 


liſh'd, in Oppoſition to fo plain a Truth; and 
which cannot be oppos'd without attacking 
Providence itſelf, as well as the Evidence of 
Hiſtory and Revelation. He aims to carry his 
Point by mere Effrontery and ill Manners, 
without either Learning or Judgment: But he 


is miſtaken; and the Age he writes in is too 


old for him by four or five Centuries ; ſo that 
Books wrote in ſo unſcholar-like and ungentle- 
man-like a Manner, deſerve not any Anfwer, 
or any Wees to be enn of ire but CO 
tempt. ONES 

5 1 Theſ: 


tft thern deſtitute of the greateſt Support of | 
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| 4 
of Theſe were Reaſons which engag d me not 
ed, to make any mention of him in my laſt Book.z. © 
c- but I thought the Subject, which had luffer d 
ef. and d been abus d by his ill-judg'd Management, 
deſerv'd to be conſider d and defended. 
al- I have therefore demonſtrated both from 
e. Scripture and Reaſon, that the Belief” H a. fu- 
ture State was a fundamental Article of the 
vue Religion of the Hebrews, which this Man has 
ure boldly deny'd. I have alſo ſhewn, that the 
the ancient Philoſophers did believe a future State, 
ore which this Author affirms, by a peculiar kind 
es, of Reaſoning and Philoſophy of his own, that 
nd they neither did or cou'd believe, although, 

he owns, they conſtantly taught and profeſs d 
it; and by which kind of Reaſoning it is eaſy 
> a to prove, that Mr. V. neither does or can be- 

t > lieve the Chriſtian Religion. 

He owns, [ Div. Legat. p. 437, 438.] © that 
- = © as to the Legiſlators who were not Philoſo- 
© phers profeſs'd, by what can be learnt from 
e their Hiſtory and Character, it appears, that 
they all behiev'd as well as taught a future 
State of Rewards and Puniſhments---not that 
Ts, we are to think they credited all the idle 

Fables wherewith it had been cloath'd, .th 

* c © order to lay hold of the groſs Imaginations of 
'8 So he has nothing t to charge the Philoſop hers 
with, as the Ground of their pretended. Unbe- 
beef of this Doctrine, but only their Philoſophy, 
4 wal he calls metophyjical, 2 mfies concerning 
4 | God 
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God and the Soul *, merely becauſe he does not 
underſtand it; and yet he allows that theſe 
Philoſophers conſtantly profeſs'd their Belief of 
this Doctrine, as well as the Legiflators did; 


God and the Soul in the Myſteries, as the Le- 
giſlators had, who there learn'd the Truth of 


this Doctrine, and believ'd it; and which was 


no other than. a mere rational Explication of 
it diveſted of Fable, than that which was taught 

„ Their metaphyſical Whimſies (as he calls them) con- 
cerning God were ; that there was but one ſupreme intel- 
ligent unoriginated Being indued with infinite Perſections, 


whom they calfd God, or vd Od. That no other. in- 
telligent Being or Agent was equal. to him, or of the [ame 


Nature with him, And their metaphyſical Whimſies con- 
cerning the Soul in the future State were, that the Souls 


of virtuous and godly Men after Death reſided in ſome 
luminous Orb, which was the Manſion of their Happi- 


neſs, and where they enjoy d the Society of celeſtial 


Beings and other holy Perſons, who had liv'd on Earth; 
and by divine Knowledge, Faith and Virtue were united 
to and had Communion with God, and were bleſſed 
with the beatific Viſon of the divine Perfections. That 
the Souls of wicked and ungodly Men aftet Death 
were baniſh'd from the Communion both of God and 
all holy Perſons; were aſſociated with evil Dæmons, 
and 'condemn'd to a State of Miſery and Puniſhment : 
Theſe were the Doctrines concerning God and the Soul, _ 
which were taught in the Myſteries, and were the Efote® 


ric Doctrines of the Philoſophers. And theſe two diffe- 


rent future States were alſo repreſented figuratively and 

Zfeteritally ; the one by Regions of Light and dehghtful 

Entertainments of the Senſes ; and the other by Scenes of 

Horror and Darkneſs, wallowing in the Mire, and being 

8 with diſmal Sights, and tormented in Flames of 
He. | 


ot ” to the People. And ſu ppoſing the Philoſophers 


fe Þ 1 in their Explanations refin'd upon this Doctrine, 
of which was both reaſonable in itſelf, and taught 
|; X 7 in the Myſteries by Prieſts who were alfo Phi- 
8 loſophers, wou'd any Writer but this Author 
of draw ſuch a weak and abſurd Inference, as 


that they neither did or cou'd believe it? 
as As our Author farther had ventur'd to dog- 
of matize on other Parts of Literature, in which 
ht he is intirely ignorant, I gave a Sketch of the 
to rccondite Learning of the Pagans, merely to 

try his Talents that Way. I have ſhewn that 
be knows nothing of the bieroghyphical * Learn- 
ns, ing of the Egyptians, nor is vers'd in the 
in- Schools of the ancient Philoſophers of Greece 


mw and Ita. If he has not quite exhauſted his 

uh Stock, or has any left, let him produce it, ha- 

me ving a Field given him to ſhew away in; but 

pi- X 

Ha! * | 
by = He is ſo little vers'd in the | Kale: of the Egyp- 

ted dan Hieroglyphics, as to think they were the firſt Letters 

Ted or Characters made uſe of to convey the vulgar Language; 

hat whereas a Smattering in ancient Books wou'd have taught 

ath him, that elementary Letters were, far older than Hiero- 


nd 1 glyphics ; ; and that Hieroglyphics were fo far from being 
us 'd to expreſs and convey the vulgar Languige, that the 
at: Vulgar never underitood them at all; and none but the 


ul, Prieſts, or they, who were initiated, into the Myfterics; 
PS | cou'd explain them; and alſo that they were intirely ſym- 
. bolical Figures, under which their philoſophical and reli- 


gious Notions only were contain'd. I have given an Acz 
count of them, p. 76, 77, 78. and all that this Author 
hath wrote about them, Div. Legat. Vol. II. p. 66159. 
is mere re Revery and Romance. | : 


** 


1 
3 


1 as 


[10] 


as he only. rails, inſtead of making an Anſwer, 


it will convince all intelligent and unprejudic'd 


Readers, (but I was convinc'd before) that he 
18 greatly deficient in Learning and Argument, 
as well as Manners; and ſo is forc'd, inſtead 
of playing the Scholar, to play the Fool. 
Before I proceed to conſider the immoral Re- 
flections which Mr. V. has caſt on me and my 
late Book, wrote in Defence of the Fewr/h 
Revelation, and upon ſome other Matters treat- 
ed of in his Writings, I think it proper to ex- 


plain more fully the Command of God to A- 


| braham, to ſacrifice his Sdn, in the Interpreta- 
tion of which Mr. . has ſignaliz'd himſelf, 


and is ſo confident of Succeſs, as to venture, 
out of pure Honeſty, as he ſays, to make an 
Objection to it himſelf, and which no one but 


himſelf can anſwer ; and his Reply ſhews over 


and above the Sagacity and conſummate Mode- 


ſty of our Author. | 

His Interpretation of God's tempting c or trying 
Abraham's Faith by commanding him to ſacri- 
fice his only and beloved Son, is this : © That 
* the Command was merely an Information by 
Action inſtead of Words, of the great Sacri- 
< fice of the Redemption of Mankind, given 
* at the Requeſt of Abraham, who long'd im- 
e patiently zo ſee Christ's Day. And this In- 
terpretation he builds on the Words of our 
Saviour, John viii. 56, where he tells the Zews, 
Your Father Abraham rejoic'd to ſee my Day, 
and be N it, and was 9 Div. Leg. p. 572. 
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Again he ſays: The Command was only the 
« Conveyance of an Information by Action in- 
e ſtead of Words - and that the Action being 
« mere Scenery - it had no mecral Import.“ 
See his Remarks, Part II. p. 110. And again, 
«© The Act commanded was both in the Inten- 
cc tion of God and in the Knowledge of Abra- 
e ham a mere ſcenical Repreſentation ;” p. 112. 

This molt - extraordinary Interpretation, he 
ſuppoſes to be liable but to one plauſible Ob- 


. 


jection, which be holds it not honeſt to conceal ; 


Pref. p. iii. vis. That it is difficult to con- 


« ceive how a Circumſtance of ſo much Im- 
5 portance to Revelation, as the removing one 
« of the ſtrongeſt Infidel Objections againſt its 
e Truth, and proving a real Connexion be- 
© tween the two Diſpenſations of it, ſhould 
ce never be clearly explain'd and inſiſted on by 
the Writers of the New Teſtament ; tho” 


the Hiſtorian of the Old might have had 


e ſufficient Regſon for concealing it. To which 
he begs Leave to reply, © That it is very cer- 
<« tain that many Truths of great Importance 
* for the Support of Religion againſt Infide- 
<« lity, were taught by Jeſus to his Diſciples, 
«© [amongſt which, ſays he, I reckon this In- 
| terpretation to be one] which never came 
« down by their Conveyance to the Church. 
But being by the Aſſiſtance of God's holy 
&« Spirit di/coverable by thoſe wwho devote them- 
&« ſelves to the Study of the Scriptures with a 
* pure Mind, have, for the wiſe Ends of Pro- 
NI” B 2 | <« vidence 


* 


cc 


* 


12 
12 vidence inſcrutable to us, been left for the 
© Induſtry of Man to find out, that, as Occa- 
« fon requir'd, every Age might ſupply new 
% Evidence of God's Truth 7 put to fulence the 
c Jenorance of jool:fſh Men; p. iv. In the next 
Page he preſumes to have diſcovered one of theſe 
important Truths unknown to the Church in 
all Ages, in his Interpretation of the Command 


A 


to Ah elan. And thus, Zertius e cælo cecidit 


Cato. 


But I beg Leave to reply, that it is not the 
Way of the Writers of the New Teſtament to 


inſiſt on Proofs from the Old Teſtament, which 
have no viſible Foundation there, and more 
eſpecially not to interpret the Hiſtory of the 
Old Teſtament, ſo as to contradict the Letter 


and plain Senſe of it; but it is their Way to 


_ explain the Prophecies, "and to inſiſt on other 


Proofs deliver'd there concerning the Meſhas. 


And this Author's Explanation of the Com- 
mand to Abraham ſthews very plainly, that it 


was not reſcrv'd for his Diſcovery. And if there 
were no better Arzuments to convince Unbe- 


licvers, than thoſe he has offer'd, they muſt 


for ever continue Unbelievers for any thing he 
has ſaid againſt them. But what, I pray, is 


the flrang ade Objection agauiſt God s Com- 
mand to  4braham, which he pretends to re- 


move? I know of no real one that the Hiſtory of 
it is liable to; tho' I know of inſuperable ones, 


which 1 hall produce preſently, againſt his 
ſcenicul Iuterpretation. There, is no eee, 


of 


* 


9 Pet's 
1 
1 
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of Inmorality in the divine Command, nor can 
any immoral Inference be fairly drawn from 
it. 


Firſt, A Man muſt be void of ae Rea 


"ih ſon, that cannot ſee that God, the ſole Proprie- 


tor of Life, might conſiſtently with his Attri- 
| butes deprive any of his Creatures of the Life 


he gave them, in what Manner, or by what 
Means he ſhou'd think fit. This is an evident 


Principle of natural Religion. 
2dly, He mult be equally void of Rea, 


who argues or ſhall argue, that Abraham cou d 
not be fully and clearly ſatisfy'd that the Com- 


mand to ſacriſice his Son came from God, and 
was not, or cou'd not be a Deluſion; becauſe 


it is evident and demonſtrative, that God by 
an immediate Impreſſion from himſelf upon 
the human Mind, can give to it an Evidence 
of his Will equal to that which natural Reaſon 
> does or can give us in any Caſe of Truth or 
_ Morality, that is, equal to Self-Evidence or In- 
= tuition, So there i is no Dithculty there. 


zaly, He muſt be full as void of Senſe or 


> Reaſon, who does or ſhall argue, that this 
1 Command gave any Countenance to human, 


Sacrifices. They who believ'd that Abrabam 


had ſuch a Command from God, and was by 
tbe fame God forbid to execute it, and there- 
fore knew that God intended it only as a Trial 
I of his Faith and Obedience: "Theſe, Ifay, cou'd 
1 not think the Command gave Countenance to 
ö human SAcrtaces, not only without avy Com- 


mand 


| 
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(14 ] 
mand from God, but contrary alſo to the di- 
vine Intention in the Caſe of Abraham. This, 
I hope, is alſo clear, E 
Nor, 4thly, could others, who either knew 


nothing of the Command, or did not believe 


it, think it juſtify'd their human Sacrifices, 
which were not offered to God, but to dead 


Men or deify'd Heroes, who in their Life-time 


delighted in Wars and Slaughter. And the 


Foundation of theſe inhuman Sacrifices was, 
no Doubt, originally a Deluſion of wicked 


Spirits, who perſuaded their ſuperſtitious Vota- 
ries, that theſe Sacrifices were acceptable to the 


cruel and ſavage Idols whom they worſhipped. 


Theſe were probably older than Abraham; and 


the Command to him, taken in any View, 
could give no Handle or Countenance to 


them. 


But now, according to Mr. W.'s s Interpreta- 


tion of God' s Command to Abraham to ſacrifice. 


his Son being a mere ſcenical Repreſentation, 
which Abraham before-hand knew very well 


how it would end, would any one imagine he : 


had look'd into his Bible, or that the Scriptures 
had faid, that it was a T; rial of Abraham's Faith 
and Obedience? Moſes ſays, Gen. xxii. 1, 2. that 
God tempted (or try'd) Abraham, when he com- 
manded him to take his Son, and offer him for a 
Burnt-Offering ; and St. Paul, in his Epiſtle 
to the Hebrews, Chap. xi. 17, 19. writes, By 
Faith Abraham, when he was try'd, offered up 1 


Ifaac --- accounting that God was able to rat 1 
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| © him up even from the Dead. Is this confiſten 


with a mere ſcenical Repreſentation, the Delign 
and End of which was known to Abrabam? 


Had this been all, it would be abſurd to tay, 
that God templed or try'd Abrabam, when there 
was no Trial at all; or that Abrabam by Faith 
 offer'd up his Son, if he knew that he was 
not to be really offer'd, And certainly, had 
Abrabam known the Intention of God, that 
his Son ſhou'd not be ſacrific'd, he would not, 
as Moſes relates, have ftretch'd forth his Hand, 
and taken the Knife (with Purpoſe) 7% flay his 


Son, Gen. xxii. 10. And that he did intend 
to ſlay him is evident from the Apoltle's ſay- 
ing, that he accounted [or thought or reaſon'd 
with himſelf] that God was able to raiſe him 
up from the Dead. This demonſtrates, contrary 
to Mr. 7's Interpretation and Aſſertions, that 
Abraham did not know the * Intention of God, 
but thought it was, that he ſhou'd ſacrifice his 

Son; 


* Mr. V. p. 111. cites his own Words from Dr. Steb- 
bing, and ſays, That Abraham very well underſtood 
how the ſcenical Repreſentation was to end - and mult 
e needs conclude, either that God wou'd ſtop his Hand, 
© when he came to give the ſacrificing Stroke, or that 
* his Son ſacrificed in the Perſon of Chriſt was imme- 
* diately to be reſtor'd to Life.” Here Mr. W. fays, 


that Abraham underſtood very well how the ſcenical Re- 
> preſentation was to end; and this he ſhews by owning in 


the next Words, that he knew not how it would end: 
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Y For, fays he, he muſt necds conclude, either that God 
would ſtop the ſacrificing Stroke, or that, if he did not, 


his Son would be immediately reſtor'd to Life; and thus 
N I Abraham 


1 16 ] 


Son; and therefore was prepar'd to do it in 


Obedience to his Command, truſting the Event 
to God, who he knew was able to raiſe him 
up from the Dead. This is the plain Account 
of the Command to Abraham, which was given, 
as the Scripture aſſures us, for a Trial of his 
Faith and Obedience in a moſt difficult Caſe, 
to make him an Example of theſe Virtues to 
all his Deſcendants: And the promis'd Reward 
which God confirm'd to him by an Oath, was 

as 


Abraham very well underſtood the End of the Scenery, 
2. E. D. that is, Abraham knew the End of the Matter 
very well, argues Mr. J. becauſe he knew his Son was 
to be ſacrific'd, or that he was not. Commend me to 


ſuch an acute Logician, who can prove that a Thing muſt 
either be or not be; and by that can prove, that he knows 


very well how it will be. But if Abraham knew how 


the Scenery was to end, and that God would revoke his 


Command, and not ſuffer Iſadc to be ſacrific'd, which 
was the End of the Matter, what Ground had he to rea- 
ſon with himſelf, and to conclude either that God would 


not ſuffer him to ſlay his Son, or, if he did, would im- 


mediately reſtore him to Life? It is therefore plain and 
certain, that Abraham did not know how the Command 
to offer up his Son wou'd end : He knew nothing, but 
that //aac was to be really offer'd and ſlain; but God 


knew and intended that he ſhould not be flain. Ahra- 


ham's Intention was to flay J/aac, and God's Intention 
was, that he ſhould not ſlay him. | 

But this is not all which is to be obſerv'd: Abraham's 
Son, according to Mr. V. was to be ſacrific'd in the Per- 


ſon of Chrift. One would think, if the Sacrifice of Iſaac 


had any Relation to the Sacrifice of Chrift, that juſt on 
the contrary to what he ſays, Chriſt was repreſentatively 
ſacrific'd in the Perſon of I/aac, and not 1/aac in the Per- 
ſon of Chriſt. But our Author is one of the Family of 
the Wrong- Heads. | 
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as great as his Faith and Obedience had been. 
By myſelf have T ſitorn, ſaith the Lord, for be- 
eatſs thou faßt done this Thing, and haſt not 
merthheld thy Son, thine only Son; that in bleſſing 
Foil bleſs thee, and in multiphing IT will mul- 
tiply thy Seed ar the Stars of Heaven, and as the 
Sund which is npon the Sea-ſhore ; and thy Seed 
ſhall poſſeſs the Gate of bis Hnemies: and in thy 
Seed ſhall all the Nations of the Earth be bleſſed, 
becarfe thou haſt obey'd my Voice, Ver. 16, 17, 
18. This Promiſe is here made to Abraham, 
becauſe he obey'd God's Voice or Command ; yet 
ſays Mr. V. there was uo moral Import in it; it 
was a mere ſcenical Repreſentation of the Sacri- 
fice of Chriſt for our Redemption, made at 
the Requeſt of Abratam, and the End of 
which he knew beforehand. Thus his Diſco- 
very is a plain and downright Contradiction to 
Scripture ; quite deſtroys both the Faith and 
Obedience of Abraham, fo illuſtriouſly diſplay'd 
and'rewarded, and makes him a& a mere ſce- 
nical Part, the Plot of which God had told 
him beforehand. And thus the moſt merito- 
tious Act of Faith and Obedience that was ever 
done by any mere mortal Man, is diveſted, b 
his Interpretation, of all its moral Virtue, and 
turn'd into nere Scenery. 

Let us next examine the Foundation of our 
Author's great Diſcovery, which is almoſt as 


extraordinary as the Diſcovery itſelf. He builds 


it on the Words of our Saviour, Tour Father 
Abtaham rejoic'd to ſee my Day, and be ſaw 
; 2 : 


21, 


[18] | 
it, and was glad, John viii. 56. In this Text, 
he has diſcover'd that the Word Day has no 


Relation 0 Time, and does not mean (as vul- 


gar Interpreters underſtand it) the Appearance 
or Coming of Chriſt to bleſs all Nations, as 
was promis'd to Abrabem ; which Interpreta- 
tion one wou'd think was eaſy and natural. 
No! but Day, he ſays, means the great Sa- 
crifice of Chriſt's Death for our Redemption : 
And for this Interpretation he is not beholden 
to Language or common Senſe, but to ſome- 
thing, as he intimates, little ſhort of Inſpira- 
tion. 


Shou'd I indulge his . and allow 


him, that the Word Day has no Reference 19 


Time in the Text, but refers to the Sacrifice 
of Chriſt's Neath, he wou'd be as far as ever 


from proving from it, that the Hiſtory of the 


Command of God to Abraham was a mere ſce- 
nical Repreſentation of this Sacrifice. This In- 
terpretation is plainly contrary both to the Old 
and New Teſtament Account of it, as I have 
ſhewn, Surely God, after he had try'd Abra- 
ham, and found him faithful, might reveal to 


bim the Coming of the Meſſias, who was to 


be his Seed ; and might reveal alſo, for aught 
we know, that he was to be a Sacrifice for Sin 
and for Vian's Redemption : There is no Ab- 
ſurdity in this, tho' it cannot be inferr'd from 


the Words of our Saviour above cited; nor if 


true, will it favour our Author's Scenery at all. 
But it we take Scripture for our Guide and 
Inter- 
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Interpretation of the Word Day, thin ſeeing © 


the Day of Chri/t does plainly 58 literally mean 
no more than ſeeing his Coming to be the Sa- 
viour of the World; and it muſt be exceeding 
Joy to Abraham to ſce or foreknow, that the 


Chriſt of God, in whom all Nations were to be 


bleſſed, ſhould be his Seed, and deſcend from 


him. That Chriſt was the Seed of make 


and that Abraham knew of his Coming, is a 
Scripture Truth ; but we are not beholden to 
any Diſcovery of Mr. W's for it. 

The Day of Chriſt or Day of the Lord has 
in Scripture always a Reſpect to Time, dis. 
of the Commg, Revelation or Appearance of him. 


In Lnke i. 80. the Time of the Baptiſt s Com- 


ing to preach Repentance to the Jeu is called 
the Day of his ſhewing unto Iſrael, And the 


Day of the Son of Man is the Day or Time of 


his Revelation and Coming to take Vengeance on 


the Jews for their Infidelity. Luke xvii. 22, 


24, 30. ſo Philip. i. 6, 10. 2 Thefſ. ii. 2. 2 Per. 


Hi. 10, 12. fo again, 1 C. v. 5. 2 Cr. i. 14. 


17 50 v. 2. And thus it conſtantly means in 
the Old Teſtament ; and all theſe explain John 
viii. 56. vz. that Abraham deſired earneſtly 70, 


fee the Day or the Coming of Chriſt to bleſs 


all Nations; and he /aw it "(afar off) and nas 


glad. But "hows 3 is no Text wherein Day fig- 


nifies (as Mr. V. ſays it does, p. 13. and often 
repeats it) he great Sacrifice of Chriſt. It has 
always a Reſpect to Time: And to think that 


the Sacrifice of Chriſt's Death is meant by 
C 2 the 
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the Day of Cbriſt in the Text of St. John, is 


a wild Suppoſition without any Foundation ci- 
ther in the Language or Sentc of Scripture. 
But Mr. . has, he thinks, ſtill ſomething 
left to favour his Interpretat on; and he tries to 
make St. Paul ſpeak for it by mangling and miſ- 


underſtanding what he ſays, Alls xxvi. 22, 23. 


Where in his Defence he teſtiſies before King 
Agrippa, that in his preaching the Goſpel 5 


Chriſt he had faid u cher Things than thoſe 
which the Prophets and Moſes did jay {hou'd come 


[or more literally, u, te Prophets aid ſay 


ſhou'd come to paſs, and Moſcs alſo that Chriſt 


abu d ſuffer, and that be ſhou'd be the firſt who 


ſhou'd riſe from the Dead, and ſhou'd ſhewLight 


unto the People [of the Jews] and to the Gen- 


| tiles, A Man would be a little puzzled to find 


out how theſe Words {avour bis Interpretation 


of the Command to Abraham : The Words da 


7 — and naturally imply, that the ſeveral 
hings here mention'd relating to Chriſt were 
ane in the Writings of Moſes and the Pro- 
phets; not that Moſes or any particular Pro- 
phet had foretold them all: It was ſufficient, 
if Moſes had foretold ſome of the Parts, and 
other Prophets the other Parts of the Character 
and Office of Chriſt. But Mr. VJ. to ſerve 
bis Turn, and to give Credit to his Diſcovery 
of the Senſe of God's Command to Abrabam, 
flops ſhort at the Words, that Chriſt Iost d 
riſe from the Dead; and then, as if St. Paul 
had meant that the Death and Reſurrection 

of 


: | 121 

of Chriſt was foretold by Mo/es particularly, he 
ſays, now where, let me aff, in all bis (Moles's) 
Mritings, except in the Command to Abraham, 
Is there the leaſt Trace of any ſuch Circumſtance, 
4 that Chriſt ſhow'd ſuffer, and that he ſhou'd be 
the firſt that ſhow'd rije from the Dead? Or in 
that Command either, if nut under ſiood accord- 
ing to our Interpretation? Pref. p. vi. If our 
Author hath ſtudied the Scriptures, as he tells 
us, with a pure Mind, it is however evident, 
he has not ſtudied them with a clear Head: 
For it is plain and certain, that in the Com- 


mand to Abraham, even according to his Inter- 


pretation, there is not the leaſt Trace of the 
Death and Reſurrection of Chriſt, but only as 
being typity'd or repreſented in the offering up 


: of Jſaac, and his Deliverance from the intended 


Death; and this Repreſentation is far more ra- 
tional according to the common Interpretation, 

than his is. Who denics, that in the Intention 
of God the offering up of Haac was a Pre-re- 
- preſentation or Type of the real Sacrifice of 
Chriſt, and this without any of his fooliſh 
Scenery ? But had he fairly apply'd the whole 
of what St. Paul ſaid was foretold by Moſes 
and the Prophets, viz. that Chriſt ſhould not * 
only die and riſe from the Dead, but ſhould 
allo ſhew Light unto the People and to the Gen- 
tiles; he would not have been able to ſhew the 
' kaft Trace of this laſt Circumſtance in the 
Command to Abraham, tho' underſtood accord- 
Ing to his Interpretation, It he thought that 
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22 
St. Paul meant, that all the Circumſtances con- 
cerning Chriſt which he ſaid were foretold by 
Moſes and the Prophets, were contain'd in the 
Writings of Moſes, why did he drop the Cir- 


cumſtance of the Goſpel being preach'd to Jews 


and Gentiles, and that they ſhould be converted 
to the Religion of Chriſt, which is meant by 
his frewing Light to them ? There is as much 
Reaſon and more to apply this Circumſtance to 
the Writings of Moſes, than the preceding, be- 
cauſe it is clearly and diſtinctly foretold in 
them; but the other Circumſtances are not; 
nor did St. Paul mean to ſay that they were, 


but only that they were contain'd in the Wri- 


tings of the Prophets, as they plainly axe. 
Mr. W. therefore, to ſerve a Turn, has miſap- 
ply'd or perverted the Senſe of St. Paul, and 
apply'd to the Writings of Moſes what properly 


belongs to the Writings of the Prophets; and 


has dropt the Part that really is contain'd in the 
Writings of Moſes, becauſe it would not ſuit 
his Purpoſe, or Interpretation of God's Com- 


mand to Abraham. This is the Effet of his 


D:ſcovery, But what St. Paul ſays was fore- 


told concerning Chriſt in the Writings of Moſes 


and the Prophets, is plainly contain'd in them; 


one Part in the Prophecies of David, Jaiab 


and Daniel, which relates to his Sufferings, 
Death and Refurre&ion ; and this not figura- 
tively or repreſentatively only, but directly and 
in plain and expreſs Terms, as I have ſhewn in 
other Writings, and which any one who is but 
þ ot ; a 
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a very little vers'd in the Prophetic Scriptures, 
may caſily ſee : And the latter Part or Circum- 
ſtance is directly predicted in the Writings of 
Moſes. The Scepter ſhall not depart from Judah, 

nor a Laugiver from between bis Feet, until 
Sbilob [i. e. as the ancient Fews themſelves ex- 
pound it, the Meſiab] come; and unts bim ſhall 
"the Gathering of the People | Jews and Gentiles] 
be, Gen. xlix. 10. Here it is foretold, that 
1 Chriſt ſhould ſhew Light to the People and to 
the Gentiles, who ſhould be gather'd or con- 
verted to his Religion, Again, Deut. xviii. I 5, 
18. Moſes foretels concerning Chriſt, The Lord 

© thy God ſhall raije up unto thee a Prophet from 
* the midſt of thee, of thy Brethren, like unto me; 
undo bim ſhall ye hearken ; --- . and he ſhall ſpeak 
uno them all that 1 ſhall command him, In theſe 
© Paſlages it is foretold, as well as in the Prophets 
alſo, Ji. xlii. 6. xlix. 6.] concerning Chriſt, 
that he ſhould preach the Word of God to the 

People of the Jews as Moſes had done, and that 

the Gentiles alſo ſhould embrace his Religion: 

: This St. Paul meant by his ſhewing Light to 
the People and to the Gentiles, But with regard 

= to typical and figurative Predictions of the Death 

and Reſurrection of Chriſt [which have no Place . 

„ in the Words of St. Paul, and which Words 

therefore have nothing to do with Mr. V.'s 

Diſcovery] there are ſeveral in the Writings of 

Y 4 Moſes, and apply'd to Chriſt by the Writers of 

$ 3 the New Teſtament. Thus the Sacrifice of the 

A - Paſchal Lamb related by Maſes was a Figure or 


23 typical 
a | 3 


24 
typical Repreſentation of the Sacrifice of Chriſt | 


the Lamb of God; and St. John ſuppoſes that 85 


the Death of Chriſt was predicted by it, Chap. 


xix. 36. The annual propitiatory Sacrifice at 


which the High Prieſt entered with the Blood 


into the Holy of Holies, was a Type or Re- 
preſentation of Chriſt's Death as a Racrifice for 
Sin, and of his Reſurrection and Aſcenſion into 


Heaven, as I ſhewed, p. 57, 58, 69. And the 
_— $acrifice of a Lamb Morning and: Even- 
| for which every one of the Children of 


1 8 
Iſrael paid Half a Shekel, which is ſaid 70 2 1 


make an ee for their Souls, Exod. xxx. 


_ Ig. may well be allo thought a Pre-repreſenta- 
tion of the Death of Chriſt the Lamb of God, 


the Preie of Man's Redemption. Theſe more * 


ſtrongly prefigur'd the Death of Chriſt, 
being a real Sacrifice, and a Sacrifice for Sin, 
than the offering up of Iſaac, who did not 


really ſuffer Death; nor was any Atonement 


repreſented by it. 


What now is become of Mr. J's Diſcovery 

of the Death and Reſurrection of Chriſt being 
no where to be found typify'd or repreſented in 
the Writings of Moſes, but only in the Com- 
mand 10 Abraham? and there only, he pre- 


tends, by a mere ſcenical Repreſentation, without 
any moral Import? Muſt we not conclude, 
that his important Diſcovery is all a mere 


Dream, and his Scenery fit only for Poetica f 


Fifti jon; ? 
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But he has an Objection againſt the common 
Interpretation of the Command to Abraham to 
offer up his Son; for he denies that in that In- 
terptetation Abraham and his Panily wers effec- 

tually warn'd againſt offering hon Sacr:fices, 
by God's revoking the Command: His Reaſon 
is; he ſays, they wre prejudic'd in favour of 
” human Sacrifices ; the one, viz. Abroham, by bis. 
Hautation in his Country Religion infected, as he 
 * fays, with this horrid Superſtition) the other, by 
e © their Communication with their Pagan Neigb- 
; © bours--- and would be naturally tempted to think 
a4, favourably of human Sacrifices, as theſe Pa- 
guns were, who wunder/iood that Diana required 
© Iphigenia, 2% ſhe accepted an Hind in her ſtead. 
> P. 107, 109. And as if he had done a Feat, 
and made an Objection that no-body could 
anſwer but himſelf, finally leaves it to his 
1 Readers. „ 
t I believe a ſenſible Infidel would be glad to 7 
_ ſee how this Objection can be anſwered by his | 
y Interpretation; (tho' there is not the leaſt Dif- 
3 - ficulty in anſwering it) for he docs not deny, 
n that God gave the Command to Abraham to 
offer up his Son, and allo that had he to pleas'd, 
be might have ſuffer'd him to have executed * 
it it, as he was ready to have dong; and there- 
e, fore God's accepting a Ram ingHcad of Hude 
re does not, by our Author's Interpretation, and 
al according to his Reafoning, cttectualiy con- 
= demn human Sacrifice; but they might think 
favourably of them notwithſtanding, had they 


26 
like other Pagans been prejudic d in their Favour. 
For it is nothing to the Purpoſe to ſay, (or to 
prove, ik he could) that God was only repte- 
ſenting to Abrabam the Sacrifice of Chriſt's 
Death, upon his having before requeſted it: 
Might not (will the Infidel object) God repre- 
ſent a Thing by the Symbol of a Sacrifice 
which he approv'd of ? Or does it not rather 
ſhew, (might they ſay who were prejudic'd in 
favour of human Sacritices) that God approv'd 
of them, ſince he choſe to repreſent a future 
human Sacrifice to be made by his Appoint- 
ment, by commanding Abraham to offer up his 
Son? Had he not approv'd, or had he con- 
demn'd all ſuch Sacrifices, he would, ſay they, 


have repreſented the fature human 3 of 


Chriſt, not by commanding a Man to be ſacri- 
fic'd, but a Lamb or a Kid: Theſe would 

have ſerv'd for a mere ſcenical Repreſentation of 
Chriſt's Sacrifice, as well as the offering up of 
Jaac : And tho' God accepted a Ram inſtead 
of him, he might have accepted of him, if he 
had pleas d; and did not, when he revok'd his 
own Command a iS at the ſame Time 
human Sacrifices: And fo they who were pre- 


judic'd in their Favour, and had before thought 


them acceptable unto God, might ſtill have 
thought them to be ſo. So this Objection 
might be left to Mr. V. as he leaves it to his 
candid Readers, py 

But now, tho' Mr. V. cannot anſwer this 
- Objection, yet there is really ncthing 1 in it. 
Human 
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Human Sacrifices of innocent Perſons being 


a groſs Violation of the Law of Nature, and 

evident Murder, can never be acceptable unto 
God; but muſt be abominable in his Sight 

* as moſt oppoſite to his Benignity and Goodneſs. 


So that there can be no pollible Plea for offer- 


ing ſuch Sacrifices, but an immediate Com- 


mand from God, the original Proprietor of 
Life, who alone knows in what Caſe it may be 


fit to diſpenſe with the great Law of Nature, 
and take away the Life of an innocent Perſon : 
And tho' there may be in the Courſe of Pro- 


vidence, inſcrutable by us, Reaſon for God to 
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1 command an human Jacrißcs to be offered to 
him; yet we have no Reaſon to think, that 
he ever intended to permit ſuch a Sacrifice to 
be offered: He never commanded it but in one 
> Inſtance that we know of, and that for a Trial 
only of Abrabam's Faith, and would not ſuffer 
his own Command to be executed; which 
ſhews, that an human Sacrifice was never ac- 
ceptable unto him. And it is impoſſible, with- 
out the groſſeſt Abuſe of Reaſon and human 
Nature, for any to infer from this Iuſtance, 
chat God would approve, or would not con- 
den ſuch an horrid Superſtition, So that A. 


braham and his Family, after they had left the 
Chaldæan Idolatry, and were Wor ſlippers of 
the true God, could not be prejudic'd in favour 
of this or any other Superſtition which they 
had abandon'd. 


D 2 Abrahain 


28 

Abraham by Revelation from God left his 
own Country, that he might not be infected 
with the Superſtition of it; and thenceforth 
both he and his Family were Worſhippers of 
the true God only. So that Mr. V. does great 
Injury to Abrabam's Femily, in ſuppoſing it 
was too apt to fall into Idelatry, and would be 
naturally tempted to think as favourably of human 
Sacrifices as other Pagans did. What! were 
Abratam's Family no better inſtructed in true 
Religion than other Pagans were, not even af- 
ter they became Worſhippers of the true God? | 
Were they after that, thinks he, as naturally 
tempted to think favourably of the very worlt 
Part of Superſtition, that is, human Sacrifices, 
as thoſe Pagans were who offered them in ho- 
nour of Diana? Had they ever thought fa- 
vourably of this Superſtition, they muſt have 
known better and abhorr'd it, after they had 
forſaken the Worſhip of thoſe Idols to whom 
ſuch Sacrifices were offered. 

But it is more injurious ſtill in this raſhWri- 
ter to ſay, that i? appears from Scripture, that 
Abraham's Family were but too apt to fall into 
Jaolatry.. This is a groſs Abuſe of that Fa- 
ther of the Faithful and Friend of God, of 
whom God himſelf bears this Tettimony; J 
know bim, that be <oill command bis Chil- 
dren, and bis Houſehold after him, and they 
hol keep ths Way of tbe Lord, &c. Gen. xviil. 
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©  Aﬀerall, Mr. V.s Suppoſition of f Abraham 
and bis Family being prejudic'd in fayour of hy- 
man Sacrifices by the Religion of his Country, 
haas no Foundation in Hiſtory, Tho' Chaldæa 
Was an idolatrous Country, yet the Superſtition 
of human Sacrifices was not practis'd in it ei- 
ther in Abraham's Time or many Centuries af- 
ter. Philo Judæus, in his Hiſtory of Abraham, 
p. 376, Edit. Paris 1640. tells us, that the 
Cbaldcans did not offer human Sacrifices ; ; nor 
is there any Evidence, that human Sacrifices 
were any where offered in or before the Time 
of Abraham, but in Phenicia, from whence 
they were in After-Times carried into Bgypr, 
* Greece, Africa, Italy, and other Countries: So 
the very Foundation on which our Author's 


Objection is laid, being unſound, ſinks of it- 
ſelf: And juſt on the contrary to what he ſays, 


Abrabam and his Family knew nothing of hu- 
man Sacrifices before they came into Canaan, 


and could not but be ſhock'd at the Impiety and 
Cruelty of them; and this would make the 
Command of God more trying to Abraham, and 


which nothing but the ſureſt Evidence of the 
Command coming from God, and the firmeſt | 


Faith and Truit in him, could have made him 
reſolve to obey, 


Thus the Command of God to Abraham 15 


clear of all Difficulties; and the Immorality 


and Impicty of human Sacrifices have not the 
leaſt Countenance from it, any more than if no 
ſuch Command had been Biurn. 
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30 
I proceed to conſider that Part of Mr. Vis 
Remarks, which relates more particularly to 
me and my Writings. What he fays, is con- 
tain'd in abont fifty Lines, wherein is more 
Weakneſs and more eanefs, than can eafily be 
found in fo many Pages of any other Writer of 


the loweſt Claſs. However, for the ſake of vin- 


dicating St. Paul as well as myſelf, from his 
Abuſe, I will tranſcribe his Words, partly for 


the Entertainment of the Reader with his Rea- 
ſoning, and partly to ſhew the Spirit of the 


an. 
He introduces his Nennt ſp. 2.] with this 
Grimace, viz. That he would * willingly a aubid all 


Controverſy, fo far as ts confiſtent with a Regard 


to the Public; to which he has thought fit to ap- 


Peal; and to «hich conſequently 77 ays he] I have 


given a Kind of Right to expect either an An- 
fewer to all material Objections, or a Confeſſion of 


their Force. Thus the Public (as every Moun- 


tebank will tell you} is greatly intereſted in his 
Drugs, which he vends merely out of Regard 
to the public (ood, 

But is the Republic of Letters any way con- 
cern'd in his Writings ? Have they receiv'd any 
Benefit or Knowledge from them ? Or has he 

any Voucher or Atteſtation to ſhew from the 
Society of the Literati ? I believe this Public are 
well ſatisfy'd, that he neither can anſwer any 
material Objections which have been made to 
his Writings, and that he is not ingenuous 


enough to confeſs the Force of then: The 
Public 
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4 
0 
4 
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4 


Public has ſeen ſo much of him, as to expect 
: nothing from him of real Learning and Argu- 
ment, or any Thing but bad Reaſoning and 

© rude Behaviour: It is thus that he anſwers, and 
thus that he confeſſes the Force of the Objections 
of his Adverſaries. 


To excuſe his entering into @ ſerious Diſpute 


with me, he ridiculouſly tells his Reader, p. 2. 
that I am one © who cannot ſee, and therefore 
with a modeſt Boldneſs peculiar to the Blind 
e affirm, there is not the leaſt Connexion be- 
c tween the two Propolitions, an extraordinary 
Providence, and the Omititon of a future 
„State.“ To which he anſwers, that with 
the ſame Quickneſs of Sight he makes no 
Doubt I would affirm, that there is not the 
leaſt Connexion between the old Eugliſi Ho- 
„ nour and the long Omiſſion of a Qualifica- 
tion Law for Members of the Nouſe of 
Commons; and am therefore to be referr'd 
e to the Claſs of thole whom he ſends for an 
© Antwer to the Story of Bertrand and his 


4 ge 


* 


Reading Glaſſes.“ 
The Public by this ſmall Specimen ſees the 


great Ule oi Bertrand's Glaſſes, by the Help of 
1 which our Author eithout Reading is able at 
one View to anſwer all the Objections which 
are contain'd in the Writings of hs Adverſa- 
ries; * and not only fo, but is able by their 
Oz Viriue 


* He confeſſes himſelf to be what he elegantly calls an 


7 Wwerer by Pr Hue, Writing what he alle, Ant Wers 51 


out 
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[32] 
Virtue to foreſee what any of them had to 
object, and to anſwer their Objections before- 
hand. Therefore citing a Part of the Title of 
my Book, he ſays, [p. 3.] That the Reader 
«< will ſee that all my Objections, even to the 
very Blunders, have been obviated or anſiver d 
* by him long ago.” And to ſhew his Regard 
to the Public, and do more than he promis'd, 
he adds; An Inſtance of this, as it now 
happens to lie before me, will not be wner- 
< 7tertaining-;” then he cites my Words, viz. 
As a future State may be demonſtrably deduc'd = 
from Principles of natural Reaſon, ſo 1T Is 
_ CONTAIN'D 2 the' Propofition” laid down by St. 
Paul: Hz that cometh to God, (as a Worſhipper 
of him) muſt believe that he is, and that he is a 
Necvarder of thoſe who diligently ſeek him, Heb. 
The Remarker entertains the Public with his 
Obſervations on theſe Words as follows: His 
Argument [ſays he] requires him to mean 
ce 7ecefjarily contain; but before that can be 
<« ſhewn, it muſt be prov'd, that God A x- 
« Nr in this World reward thoſe who dili- 
« gently ſeek him: And he who ſhould go 
** about to prove that, would go near to con- 
* tradict all which Moſes has ſaid in the Sand- 
«tion 


* 


. - 
* 


out reading over the Books he writes Anſwers to, as he : 


owns Append. to firſt Remarks, p. 151, But I think he © 
might have left that (which is obvious enough) for others 
to obſerve, without bewraying himſelf, 


E333 


0 * tion of his Law, that God not only could, 

„ but would reward thoſe in this World who 
f Fe diligently ſeck him “. But [he adds for Il- 
r Hluſtration] St. Paul knew what he ſaid, tho 
e this Man does not; He knew the Propoſi- 
4 tion did not neceſſarily, but might or might 
d ee not contain a future State, juſt as the Writer 
l, „ applyd it; and he deliver d it accordingly. 

e Firſt, as he was an exact Reaſoner ; becauſe 
- 8 (N. B ) the Support of Religion depends not 


% © on Rewards here or hereafter ; but on the equal 


4 * Difribution of them, whereſoever they are 
f, 4 What then, has Moſes any where ſaid that God 


„ Vould reward in this World «ly thofe who diligently ſeek 
him? It Moſes has not ſaid any Thing like this, our Re- 


- > marker's Inference is quite abſurd z and what he ſays, goes 
. near to contradict Maſes, is perfectly conſiſtent with every 

Thing he has ſaid in his Law. For cannot our Remarker . 
is ſee, that the Belief of a future State may be a neceſſary 0 
„ Support of Religion, tho' God may alſo conter temporal 1 
5 þ Bleſſings on his true Worſhippers, when and as he ſhall fee fit; fi 
N xx ſince thete carthly Bleflings are neither the certain or only y 
Ee Rewards of Virtue and Piety, or were ever deſign'd by 5 
God to be ſo? And therefore the Apoſtle may ſurely mean, F 
that ſuch a Belief is neceſſary for every true Worſhipper i 
* of God to be endued with, and might truly fay, that 1 
0 uiithout this Faith it is imp1ſible 70 pleaſ: God, ver. 6. : 
> And farther, that which may be demon/trably deduc'd fred. ; 


Principles of natural Reaſon, [as he dares not deny but a 
future State may] ſurely is a nece/ary Article or Doctrine, 
nit it be at all an Article or Doctrine of Religion. This 
only by che Way; for our Remarker's Reaſoning on one 
ne Hand, Bay the Apoſtle's on the ether Hand, will be ſet | in 
e full Lig! "i 
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conferi'd. Secondly, he was a pertinent 


Reaſoner; becauſe he would include the 
Sanction of the Moſaic as well as Chriſtian 
Religion : The firſt of which, as he tells us 
elſcwhere, had the Promiſe of the Life that 
pow is ; the other, of that which is to come. 
This Blunder, (he goes on) as the Reader 
may remember, was expos'd in the fiſt Part 
of theſe Remarks, p. 164. But (he adds) 
J would recommend Mr. Fackſon's whole 
Pamphlet to his (the Reader's) Peruſal, as a 
Specimen of that illiſtrious Band in which he 
has thought fit to inliſt, and which indeed 
would have been ;mpertedt without this An- 


ſwerer General, who has all his Life long op- 


Jos 'd himſelf to «hatever receiv'd the public 


Lifprobation : And after having written a- 
gainſt e Enquiry into the Nature of the hu- 
man Sul, docs me too much Honour to be 
intirely ovedioch” d; which however it is pro- 
bable he had been, but for theſe Words in 


his Tile Page --- the Doctrine of the ancient 


Phil:ſophers concerning a future State ſhewn 
to be conſiſtent with Reaſon, This the Re- 
marker calls a ve 1y/muation, intimating, 
that he had written ſomething againſt the 
Reatonableneſs of that Doctrine.“ 


Thus he has paid 4s Regard to the Public, 


and entertarn'd them, either with an Anſwer to 

my Objections, or with 2 Confeſſon of the Force 
of them. But our witty and modeſt Remarker 
has by his Obſervations enzertain'd the Public 


much 
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. [ 35 | 
| ven more than he deſign'd; for it is all at 
his own Coſt, as we ſhall now ſee. 

Firſt, he charges me with not being able to 


e the Connexion between the two Propoſi- 


tions; an extraordinary Providence, and the 
Omiſſion of a Future State; but having a Piece 
of his Wit to give me, inſtead of an Argu- 
ment in Proof of ſuch Connexion, and that he 
might have a Pretence to ſend me to Bertrand's 
Reading Glaſſes, which is our Doctor's infalli- 
ble Cure for all thoſe who do not ſee exactly as 
he does; or, in other Words, are not as blind 
as himſelf ; he inſinuates to the Reader, that I 
faid, J cannot ſee, which he puts in Italic Cha- 
rafters for a Blind ; and without this his N 

is loſt. 

Now 1 did not fay, that I cannot ſee the 


Connexion between an extraordinary Providence 
and the Omiſſion of a future State; for who 


ſays, he cannot ſee that too and two are equal 
to ten? I ſaid therefore, that there is not the 
leaſt Connexion between the two Propoſitions, 
which I ſee as clearly that there is not, as I fee 


that #w07ce 7400 are not equal to fen. And I can 


with as much Reaſon and good Argument in- 
fer ten from the Addition of two fo beo, as he 
can infer an extraordinary Providence from the 
Omiſſion of a future State: And this, which 
is the Baſis of bis Divine Legation of Moſes, 


is a ſelf-evident Blunder and intuitive Pando 
So that Mr. Warburton's Wit is like Mettle in 


a blind Horſe, which frequently makes him 
E Ha run 


L 36 ] 
run his Head againſt a Pot. So much for his 
Joke. But had I aid, I cannot ſee the Con- 
nexion between the two Propoſitions before- 
mentioned, is it any Wonder, ſince he him- 
ſelf has labour'd thro' many hundred Pages to 
make it viſihle, and has not given the leaſt 
Glimpſe of Light whereby to ſce it? but in- 
ſtead of that, has rais'd ſuch a Duſt, as is e- 
nough to make 1t inviſible, if it was ever fo 
plain to be ſeen before. One would think he 
_ uſes Bertrand's Glaſſes only in the Dark, i 
Hopes to ſee what no-body elſe can ſee, or 
can be ſeen, But this I do fee, that the Sup- 
poſition of the Omiſſion or Iznorance of a fu- 
ture State under the Maſaic Diſpenſation, 1s .a 
' ſtrong Argument againſt an extraordinary Pro- 
vidence being adminiſtred under that Diſpen- 
ſation. 

As it cannot be ſuppos'd, that God would 
reveal his Will to a Nation: of Atheiſts, or 
command the Worſhip of himſelf to thoſe, 
who did not believe his Exiſtence and Provi- 
dence ; fo it cannot be ſuppos'd, that he would 
make a Revelation to thoſe who did not be- 
lieve a future State, which is a fundamental 
Article of Religion, and immediately connect- 
ed with the Belief. of the Exiſtence and Pro- 
vidence of God, Therefore if God be ſup- 
pos'd to have given a Religion and Law to the 
Jews, it cannot but be ſuppos d, that they 
believ'd his Exiſtence and Providence, and in 
er ma of it, the Doctrine of a future 

State: 
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State: Or if they could be ſuppos'd not to 
*have believ'd this Doctrine, it muſt have been 
taught in a Religion which came from God; 

or elſe a Divine Religion would have waated a 


fundamental and neceſſary Article of true Re- 
ligion. So that an cxtraordinary Providence 


* cannot ſubſiſt with the Omiſtion or Ignorance 


of a future State. . E. D. And this over- 


throws all that Mr. V. has wrote on the Sub- 
ject. 


PFarther, the Suppoſition of a future State 
not being an Article of the Religion of the 
; 7 Hebrews, or taught by Moſes, and that they 
were wholly under a temporal Diſpenſation, 
7 makes that Religion to be in Reality a mere 

3 political Scheme, and not a religious Inſtitu- 
| 9 tion. 


For if the Jeu were not taught to regard 


any Laws, or that they lay under any other 
3 Obligation, but the Sanctions of the Law of 
| Moes, and that they were to expect theſe 


bons to be no other than temporal Re- 


wards and Puniſhments; how can this be 


: call'd Religion? There are, on this Suppoſition, 


4 under it no Fears to deter the moſt Wicked 
and Unjuſt beyond this Life; nor any Hopes 
of future Happineſs to reward righteous and 
| : juſt Men for their Piety and good Works. Nay, 
they could not be under the Sanctions to be 
2 adminiftred in a future State, or capable of 
4 being judg'd, and rewarded or puniſh'd there, 
1 [ x they were under a mere temporal Diſpenſa- 


tion, 


[ 35 ] 
tion, and had no Knowledge of a future State: | 
And what Proviſion in this Caſe was to be 
made for injur'd or oppreſs'd Virtue and af- 
flicted Picty? Or on the other Hand, what 
Diſcouragement to ſucceſsful Wickedneſs and 
proſperous Impiety ? Many * Caſes of both 
theſe happen'd under the Law of Moſes; and 
therefore to ſuppoſe it deſtitute of the greateſt 
and - moſt powerful Sanctions of all Religion, 


without which no Religion ever did exiſt, is to d 


ſuppoſe it unworthy of God to give, and of 


rational Creatures to be under. Thus an ex- Þ 


traordinary Providence or Divine Revelation is | 
ſo far from being connected with the Omiſſion 


of a future State of Rewards and Puniſh- 1 
ments, that it is abſolutely inconſiſtent with 


it. 
But 


* There is not the leaſt Ground from Scripture to 
infer, that an egual or extraordinary Providence in reſpect 


of particular Perſons was adminiſtred amongſt the Jews; # 


but the contrary moſt evidently appears. 
The Scripture tells us how God ſuffer'd the moſt in- 
nocent, righteous and religious Perſons to be perſecuted 


and flain by the moſt irreligious and wicked Kings and C 
Rulers ; and that both Prieſis and Prophets were kill'd for 


doing their Duty, and obeying the Laws and Commands = 
of God. | | 

This was remarkably exemplify'd in Sau7s ordering all 
the Prieſts of Nb to be {lain for entertaining David; 
when more than 300 of them were murder'd in one Day; 


and all the Men, Women and Children of the City were 1 5 
without Diſtinction put to the Sword. 1 Sam, xxii. 17 


18, 19. And we may ſay with St. Stephen, [Acts vii. 5 2.] 
which of the Prophets were not perſecuted ? The — 1 
6 of 


1 „„ | 
But the Misfortune of our Remarker is, that 
he miſtakes Connexion of Ideas for Aſſociation 


of Ideas; and his Head 1s full of the latter, 


= — por „ nee 


tho' empty of the former. Therefore he adds 


for Illuſtration another very curious Connexion, 


viz. the Connexion of old Englth Honour [what- 
ever he means by it] with the long Onion of 


@ Qualification- Law for Members of the Houſe 


of Commons, In this Manner Don Quxot con- 


need Giants and Windmills, and all the Reve- 

ties of his diſtemper'd Brain ; and till our Re- 
marker ſhews us ſome of the Links by which 

> thoſe two Propoſitions are connected, it ma 


paſs (to expreſs it in his refin'd Engliſh, p. 218.) 
2 bo an unintelle&ual Abſurdity, 


Next he entertains his Reader with a Speci- 


ben how he has obviated, or would anſwer 


what 
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of Iſaiab, Jeremiah, Zechariah Son of Febaiada, and 


others of the Prophets are known, and are no leſs re- 
markable Examples, that God did not adminiſter an equal 
| extraordinary Providence over particular Perſons, not even 
over the beſt Men and moſt faithful Worſhippers of him 
under the Few! Diſpenſation: But thoſe holy Perſons, 


whom the IVorld was not worthy, had under the Law 


I Trials of cruel Mochings and Scourgings --- of Bonds and 
Ivpriſouments. They were ſlon'd, they were ſawn aſunder 


. were ſlain with the Stword --- were deſtitute, Mickel, 
Fernenteg Heb. xi. 36, 37. 


This thewn that Mr. V. 's Aſſertion of an qual extra- 


9 & dinery Providence being adminittred over par ticular Per- 
ſons, as well as over the Nation of the Fews as ſuch, 
pynder the Maſaic Oeconomy, has no Foundation, and is 


a with that very Oeconomy and the Hiſtory of 


— - — «5 
—» TR # — — 5 
* WM. 1 a Fa * 


- 
- * 
** * 7 
n 3 3 ©. 


& 
22 


— 
* RY Tak el <a 


FF 
. * = eval. 


— — — Ag — 


* , 2 Sa 
+4 1 — 


40 
what I have written: He inſtanceth in what 
he calls a Blunder, which, he fays, will not be 
unentertaining. This Blunder is my faying ; 
as a future State may be demonſtrably deduc d 
from Principles of natural Reaſon ; ſo it is con- 
tain'd in the Propoſition laid down by St. Paul: 
He that cometh to God (as a Werſhipper of him) | 
muſt believe that he is, and that he is a Re. 
 warder of them that ali gently ſeek him, Heb. 
xi. 6. ; 

As an Introduction to the Entertainment of 
the Reader, I would afk this Inventor of Blun- 
ders, whether a future State is or is not con- 
tain'd in St. Paul's Propoſition ? [he will ſpeak 7 
out at laſt, tho' it be to his own Shame.]* If 

it is not contain'd, then St. Paul's Examples, 
by which he introduceth it, and which he adds 
in Support of it, are not properly produc'd; 
becauſe, as I ſhew'd, they are Examples of 
thoſe who were not rewarded in this Life, but 
by Faith look'd for the Rewards of the Life to 
come. Such as Abel, Enoch, Abraham, Moſes, 
and others. They are Examples of thoſe l ; 
od for a City which hath Foundations, whoſe 
Balder and Maker is God, Ver. 10. of thoſe | 1 
who died in Faith, not having receiv'd the Pri- 
miſes (of the Bleflings of this Life) but confeſst 1 
that they were Strangers and Pilgrims on th 
Earth; and defir'd a better Country than an 
earthly one] lat is, an heavenly ; wwherefor! 
God is not aſram'd to be call'd their Ged for le. 
hath prepar'd for them a City, Ver, 13, »Y 
| Ot 
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4 | marker s is a Contraſt, The Apoſtle fays ; 
that cometh to God muſt believe that be is, 
3 that be is a Rewarder of thoſe who dl 
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9 Of thoſe v choſe rather to fuffer Aftittion with 


the People of God, than to enjoy the Pleaſures of 


Sin for a Seaſon ; and had Reſpect unto the Re- 
compence of the Reward, as ſeeing him who ts 
© inviſible, Ver. 25, 26, 27. Of thoſe who were 
to be made perfect? [in Happineſs] by thoſe better 


© Things [than the temporal Promiſes of the Law] 
* which God hath provided tor Chriſtian Bclievers, 


Theſe ſhew that St, Paul meant by his Pro- 
polition, that God was the Rewarder of his 


faithful Servants and Worſhippers in the future 


8 4 State: And therefore if a future State is con- 


* tain'd in the Propoſition of the Apoſile, this 


ö Remarker is abſurd and impertinent in denying 


what I ſay; and the leaſt I can do, is to return 
3 ; | his Compliment, that S-. Paul brew what be 
* ſaid, tho this Man does not. 


4 beg the Reader to e the Exactneſs 


of St. Paul's Reaſoning, to which our Re- 
He 


CY 


follow Faith and the fincere Worſhip of God: 
ut is Faith or true Religion and Virtue cer- 
4 fainly rewarded in this Life? If they are not, 


4 and the Reward ſpoken of by St, Paul be that 
} which will certainly follow Righteouſnæſs and 


iesy, it muſt be the Reward of the Life to 
"a cone. 


and 
rently 
feel him. His faying that every true Wor- 
2 ſhipper of God muſt believe that he is a Re- 
Walder, ſhews that the Reward will certainly 
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[42 } 
come. Could St. Paul ſay in general of all 
the true Worſhippers of God [for he ſpeaks in 
general Terms] that they ¹ believe that he 
is a Rewarder of them, and mean that this 
Reward may be in this Life only, as our Re- 
marker argues? Was ever any virtuous or truly 
religious Man rewarded in this Life only? It 
not, then it is evident that St. Pau! meant to 
include in his Propoſition the Reward of the 
future State; as being that Reward which will 
certainly follow Holineſs of Life, and which it 
is the Duty of every good Man patiently to 
wait for. Put as it is not our Duty, or even 
fit for us to believe that God will reward = 
true Worfhippers of him in this Life only; 
{0 much as to expect temporal Rewards at al, 
it is evident to Demonſtration, that the Re- 
wards the Apoſtle ſpeaks of, which will cer- 
tainly attend the true Worſhippers of God, and 
which it is their Duty to believe that he will 
veltow upon them, are the Rewards of the fu- 
ture State. This Author cannot ſhew, that 
any one in any Age ever believ'd a God and 
Providence, but he allo believ'd a future State; 


and confidering the State and Circumſtances ol 


Mankind it is demonſtrably deduc'd from thi: 
Belief, This ſhews the Exactneſs of St. Paul's 
Reaſoning, And that which farther indubita- 
dly proves this to be his Meaning, is his ſpeak- 
mg cxpreſsly and on purpofe of the Faith of 
thote who receiv'd not their Reward in this 

Life: And in the two prece ding Verſes which 

1 introduce 


1 


— — 1 


introduce his Propoſition, he inſtanceth in the 
Faith of Abel and Enoch, Now all the Re- 
ward that Abel receiv'd in this Life for his 
Faith and Worſhip of God, was to be lain by 
his Brother for his very Picty i in the Nays of his 
' Youth : And the Reward of Euoch's Faith is 
expteſsly ſaid to be, at he was tranſlated into 
Heaven] without ſeeing Death; and that God 
© took him. Was this a Reward in this Life 
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Nor will our Remarker's ſenſcleſs Pxolication, 
after ſome Rabbies, cf the Words as meaning, 


not a Tranſlation without ſering Death, and z 
Taking to God, as the Texts fay, but only & ; 

© ſudden Death, in direct Contradiction to them, 
at all help him; unleſs to be cut off by 2 /id- 


den Death in the midſt of one's Days may be 


called a Reward in this Life, for walking cl 


God, and having pleas'd him. The ſame may be 


' ſaid of Abraham, Moſer, + 00.991 largely prov'd 


P. 20, 21, 22. 
All that our Remarker has to ſay is; that 


my Argument requires me to mean, that 2 
future State is neceſſarily contain'd in St. Paul's 
| Propoſition : But (he adds) before that can be 


eon, it muſt be prov'd that God cannot in this 


: World reward thoſe who diligentiy feek him, 


I have demonſtrated St. Paul's Senſe; fo I 


might leave him to look to his Conſequence, 
if it was one. But I think any Man but this 
Would be aſham'd of ſuch a palpable and piti- 
ful Fallacy ; but it is the beſt Reaſon he can 
8 cntertoin his Readers with, of whom he muſt 
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[ 44 ] 1 ph 
either have the meaneſt Opinion, or they of 
him. What! cannot St. Paul mean that God 
is a Rewarder in the future State, unleſs he 
means that God cannot reward in this World? 
Cannot a future State be contain'd in St. Paul's 
Propoſition, ſo as that all the true Worſhipper 
of God muft and ought (which is the Apoſtle's 
Senſe) in Reaſon and Duty believe it and de- 
pend upon it, and yet God reward them alſo 
in this World? Cannot God conſiſtently beftow 
boih temporal N and Bleſſings to righ- 
teous and religious Men, and alſo fpiritual and 
future Rewards? But as God in the ordinary 
Courſe of his Providence does not always in 
this Life reward with temporal Proſperity, nay: 
does often afflict and ſubject to temporal Mi- 
ſery, thoſe who diligently ſeek and obey him; all 

| ſuch are. taught by the Apoſtle to believe and 
expect a certain Reward of their Faith and 
Well-doing in a future State. 

This it is reaſonable, this is their Duty to 
believe, this they muſt believe, that whatever 
Reward God ſhall pleaſe to beſtow, or not, on 
righteous and good Men in this Life they will 

certainly receive a Reward in the Life to come: 
This is evidently the Apoſtle's Senſe, and is de- 
monſtrable from his own Explanation of it by 
Examples throughout the whole Chapter. Could 
the Apoſtle mean, as this weak Man would have 
him mean, that God might or might not reward 
in a future State thoſe wwho diligently ſeek bim, 
and then illuſtrate his Jens by the Exam- 
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ples of ſuch holy Men and true Worſhippers of 


God, as receiv'd not their Reward in this 
Life, but only in a future State? Is this treat- 
ing St. Paul as an exact and pertinent Reaſoner? 


And he muſt be blind indeed, who cannot 
> ſze that the Suppoſition of God rewarding his 
faithful Worſhippers with temporal Bletlings, 
* when and as he ſees fit, is very conſiſtent with 
the certain, invariable, univerſal Truth, that 
be will reward them in a future State; and 
- alſo that the future Reward only is that which 
it is the Duty of all to hope for, believe and 

- truſt to, who are ſincere Worſhippers of God, 
and obey his Laws. This is what St. Paul 


* ſays, every one who cometh to God, mull be- 


I liev 5 | 


And that the Belief of the Rewards of a 


future State was always a zeceſſary Support of 
Religion, is evident and demonſtrable irom the 


preſent State and Circumſtances of Mankind, 


and the Diſpenſations of Divine Providence in 
all Ages of the World; and therefore no Rcli- 


gion ever did or could exiſt, and be effectually 
3 {upported without it. And the Apoſtle ſup- 


poſes this Belief to have been equally neceſſary 


in all Ages, both before and under the Law, 


: 3 


. 


— Toh — 


8 
Ws 


| as well as under the Goſpel- Revelation. He 


ſuppoſes that Mojes, David, Samuel, and the 


ö Prophets under the Law liv'd and dy'd in this 


Faith, notwithſtanding the temporal Protpiſes 
of the Law; as Abel, Enoch, Noah, Abrabam, 
and other Patriarchs had done before the Law. 
And 
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And this Faith the Apoſtle makes ſo neceſſary, | 
as to ſay in the Words immediately preceding 
thoſe ſo largely treated on, witheut Faith it i: 
1mpoſſible to pleaſe him [God.] And that this © 
Faith is no other than the Belief of being re- 
warded by God in another Life for good Works 
done in this Life, is ſtill farther evident from 
his foregoing Words, Ver. 5. That by this Faith © 


Enoch was tranſlated, that he ſhould not ſee Death; 
and was not found (onEarth)becauſeGod had tranſ- 


lated him [1ntoHeaven;] for before his Tranſlation © 


he had this Teſtimony, that he had pleaſed God: 


Then, to ſhew the Neceſſity of this Faith, he 


1 Ver. 6. But without Faith it 15 impoſſible 
70 pleaſe him : For he that cometh to God miſt 


believe that he i is, and that be 1s a Rewarder of 


them that dili gently ſeek him. 

But to entertain the Reader to Purpoſe, this 
Remarker at laſt, after all his Confuſion, agrees 
that 2 future State is contain'd in Sc. Paul's 
Propoſition : For he ſays, that be included the 
Sanction of the Moſaic as well as Chriſtian 
Religion; the firſt of which (as he tells us elſe- 
where) had the Promiſe of the Life that now ic, 
the other of that which is to come. So he owns 


that St. Paul's Propoſition contain'd or included 


the Sanction of the Chriſtian Religion, v7, 
the Life which is to come; and yet, ſo infincere 
is he, he would have his Readers think that he 
has been confuting my Aſſertion, that a future 
State is contain d in the Propoſition laid down by 
St, Paul, Is not this a pretty Way of enter- 
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Faining his Readers ; and ſwore; as he en- 
"pages to do, all material Objeetions, or conſeſſing 
"tbe Force of them? p. 2. But though he may 
treat me as he pleaſes, is St. Paul to be treated 
in this Manner? And as no-body doubts, or 
can doubt of St. Paul's being an exact and per- 
linent Reaſoner ; ſo it is not to be doubted, but 
that our Remarker is neither exact or pertinent. 
Logic is by no Means his Talent: He has in- 
deed declar'd War againſt it thro' all his Wri- 


Wings, But he muſt contradict whatever diſ- 
agrees with what he has once advanc'd, tho” it 
be by the moſt evident Se lf. Contradiction. 


Our Remarker wants many Qualifications to 


enable him to make a proper Uſe of the Scrip- 
tures: He has not yet read them with any cri- 
tical Skill or rational View at all; and he ap- 
ears at preſent to be too w/e in bis own Conceit 
to learn or become wiſer. 


But I cannot yet part with this Gentleman, 


Who is really /o entertaining. To prove St. 
Paul to be an exad Reaſoner, he ſays, in direct 
Contradiction to him, that the Support of Re- 
ion depends not on Rewards bere or hereafter, 
ul on the equal Diſtribution of them; and he 
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haas no ſooner {uid this, but he owns st. Paul 
included [as the Support of Religion] the Sanc- 
tion both of the Life that now is, and that 

= which is to come. And yet it ſeems the S1¹ - 
3 Fi t of Religion depends not on Recoards here or 


her cafter, but on the equal Diſtribution of them. 
80 by this Remarker's Logic St. Paul's Propo- 
ſition 
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Support of true Religion: They are according 


481 
fition 17 lt or might not include a future Stat: © 
of Rewards ; 2dly, it includes both the Promiſes © 
of this Life, and that which is to come; but, 
3dly, the Support of Religion depends not on Re- 
wards here or hereafter. And thus he has 
prov'd St. Paul to be an exact and fpertinen! 
Reaſoner. This may paſs for exact Reaſoning 
with ſuch a Reaſoner as our Remarker, Who, - 
whenever he attempts to reaſon, always Plan ; 
ders: But it is neither St. Paul's Reaſoning, or 
that of any exact Writer. St. Paul, on "the | 
direct contrary, reaſons that Faith in God, as | 
a Rewarder of thoſe abbo come to him, is the 
to the Apoſtle to reſt in this, that God will er- 
tainly reward them. He ſays not or intimates 
one Word of an equal Diſtribution of Rewards, 
nor had he any Occaſion to mention it. 

It is indeed very groſs to ſay, that zhe Sub- 
fort of Religian depends not on Rewards here or 


hereafter. Future Rewards are the only proper 


Support of Religion; but temporal Reward: 
never were or can be ſo: And he who believes 
that God will reward his Faith and Virtue in a 
future State, has a ſufficient Support of Reli- 
gion, and leaves the Diſtribution of the Re- 
wards to the Juſtice and Goodneſs of God, and 


cannot but conclude, that God will rexward 2 
every one according to their Works ; which is 
what he means, or ſhould mean, by an equal, 
that is, an equitable Diſtribution of them. But 1 
our Remarker regards not what he ſays, if he 
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he ſays, I have thought fit to inliſt; and which 
Indeed, he adds, would have been tmperfect with= 
ou this Anſwerer Geral, This 1 look upon 
as meant for a Compliment, and as a Specimen 
of his being an illuſtrious Critic in the Engliſh 
Tongue. The Reader muſt then try what 
= Senſe he can make of a Pampilet being a Spe- 
2 cimen of a Band; and be the Senſe what it 
will, if my ſmall Pamphlet be” a Specimen of 
2 Band, his numerous Writings, full of Blun— 
dier and Rudeneſs, muſt be a Specimen of an 
Iriſh Mob. But as the Exprefft jon is errant 
= Nonſenſe, | am willing that in the next Edition 
of the Dunciad he ſhall commence Blunderer 
General; and I deſire he will take care to do 
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Toes but contradict, tho' it be Hiinſelſ, for the 


Vutertainnient of hs Readers. He might as 
well have reaſon'd, and no doubt is prepar'd 


to do ſo, that Civil Laws are not ſupported by 
the Sanction of civil Pcnalties, but on the equal 


; Diſtribution of them. 


Our Remarker next entertains his Reader, by 


recomm ending my woe Pampblet to his Peruſal, 
* as a Specimen of that illuſtrious Band, in which, 
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himſelf Juſtice. 


The Top of all his C:: ity, uſtice and 


Good Nature is ſhewn in what he adds next, 


di. that I have all my Life long eppos'd my- 
ſelf to whatever recciv'd the puel:c Approbaticn. 
This unchriſtian and inhuman. Chave is too 
ſerious to be entertain'd with any Thing but 


Abhorrence and Deteſtation. 
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If I have all my Life long oppos d myſelf to 


whatever receiv'd the public Approbation, I muſt 
have oppos'd the Truth both of natural and 


revea”d Religion, which it has been the un- 


wean ed and zealous Study of my Life to pro- 
mote and defend. Surely his Heart could not 
but reproach him, when he wrote this Charge 
againſt me, which is as falſe, as it is mean and 


bets; ind comes with a very ill Grace from 


him, whoſe main Writings are a direct Oppo- 
ſition to what has receiv'd the public Approba- 


tion, and will always receive it, ſo long as 


the Scriptures are receiv'd. Here, if ever, this 


inimodiſi Man ought to bluſh, if he is capable 


of bluſhing. 


I have wrote in Dekor of the Reifence and 
Unity of God, and of the Truth both of natu- 
ral and reveal d Religion, J have alſo particu- 
larly wrote in Defence of human Liberty and 
free Agency againſt Atheiſts and Fataliſts; and 
alſo in Defence of Chriſtian Liberty both civil 
and religious, againſt Popery, Perſecution and 
Tyranny. I have alſo wrote in Defence of the 
Scripture-Evidence of the Reſurrection of Feſis 
Chrift againſt the Deiſis; and prov'd the Divi- 
nity of his Miſſion and Religion both from his 
own Miracles and Prophecies, and the prior 
Predictions of Moſes and the Prophets concern- 
ing him; and alſo from thofe of his own A- 
pollles, which are the ſtrongeſt and even de- 
monltrative Proofs of the ſacred Truth of re- 


veal d 2 
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yeal Religion, Have 1 in theſe p what 
has receiv'd the public Approbation? 


I have alſo wrote an Hxpoſition of the Lord's 


Prayer, and of the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper. I have alſo defended the azvine M. uon 
and mediatorial Authority of Chriſt the Son of 
Gad over the Church, againſt Sabellianiſim and 


"Tritheiſm, and the blaſphemous Anti-chriſtian 


Doctrines of Cerinthus and the Gnoftics : And 


what is worlt of all, I have oppos'd many Pa- 


"radoxes of this Author, advanc'd and ſupport- 


ed, as he thought, with much Learning; all 
which I have confuted in a few Pages, and 


ſbewn to be nothing but bold Aſſertions, deſti- 
tute of Evidence and Truth; and that with all 
his Glare and Pretences he has not ſhew'd a 


Taſte of real Learning in any one of all the 
Points he has treated of. 


Have I in all or any of theſe 57 what. 


has receiv'd the public arobation| ? What then 
does this [gnoramus mean by my oppoſing whatever 
receiv d the public Approbation? Will he to gain 
the public Approbation inliſt himſelf into that 
illuſtrious Band, to which indeed 1 have made 


it the Buſineſs of my Life to oppoſe myſelf in 
Defence of natural and reveal'd Religion, and 
3 in Defence of religious and civil Liberty ; in 


Defence alſo of human Reaſon and free Agen- 
cy ; and in Defence of Prayer and divine Wor- 
ſhip? Or will he rather chuſe to a& a more 
becoming Part ; to repent of his Raſhneſs and 
unchriſtian Calumny, and to aſk Pardon of the 

G2 . 
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13 
Public, if not of me allo, fot his moſt inju- 
rious Treatment of it; as if oppoſing Atherjm, 


| Deiſm, Tyranny, Perſecution and Popery was op- 


poſing what has receiv'd the public Approbation. 
Will he not own, that in oppoting theſe I have 


not oppos'd, but concurr'd with the public Ab- 


probation 2 if he will not, I defire he will try 
his Talents againſt any Thing I have wrote, 


which he thinks oppoſeth the public Approba- 


tion; and that he will let the Public ſee whe— 
ther he under ſtands the Scriptures and the pri- 
mitive Writers of the Chriſtian Church any 


better than he does Plato and Virgil: For had 


he underſtood the former, he would not have 

ſaid that the Phi! oſophers neither did or corcld 
believe a future State of Rewards and Punith- 
ments. And had hne unceritood Plato's Way 
in his Works of repreienting his own Opinions 
under the Perſon of Szcrates who peaks them, 
he would not have pretende >, that Plato did 
not believe a future State of Re wards and Pu- 


niſhments, and yet allow that Szcrates did be- 


lieve it. 

Had he alſo underſtood Vigil, he would 
not have wrote ſuch a cap of "Rev ery about 
the Eleuſinian Myſteries, which has no Fonn- 
dation either in Virgil, or any other ancient 


Author, The Myſt. ries whieh V rgil alludes 


to were not the great Myſteries of Ceres cele- 
brated at Eleuſis; but thoſe leſſer of apes 
the infernal unte, Theſe latter moſt 

pe 5 repreſented the State of the Dead, 5 


Wee 


[ 53 ] 


were different from the Eleufman Myſteries. 


Apollodorus relates, that Hercules deſcended into 
the infernal World after he had been initiated 
into the Eleuſiniun Myſteries *: And Virgil 
makes Hecate reign where Mneas + deſcended; 
and plainly ſu poſes them to be the Myſteri ies 
of Pluto and Proſerpine or Hecate, and not of 
Ceres, to which he refers, and embelliſheth his 
Narratibn with poetical 4 + Fictions, The Sacri- 
fices alſo are ſuch as were ofter'd to the infernal 
Gods, and not to Ceres: And none but Pluto 
and Projerpine or Hecate are the chief Deities 
[| addrels'd; nor is Ceres ever mention'd as 
concerned in theſe Myſteries or Viſions of the 
Dead. 


And was not Mr. Jarburton ſpecially quali- 


fy'd to write a Treatiſe on the Eleuſinian My- 


ſteries, when he did not ſo much as know the 
Place where they were celebrated? He ſays, 
Div. Legat. p. 136.] tte Eleuſinian Myſteries 
were 
* Bibliothec. Jib. ii. p. 121. 
— m— Nec te 
Nequicquam lucis Hecate præfecit Avernis. 
Aneid. lib. vi. ver. 118. 


+ Nodtes atque dies patet atri janua Ditis. v. 127. 
Junoni infernæ dictus ſacer ------ v. 138. 
Hoc ſibi pulcra ſuum ferri Proſerpina munus 
Inſtituit. v. 142. 

Quatuor hic primim nigrantes terga juvencos 
Conſtituit. v. 243. 
Voce vocans Hecaten, cœloque Ereboque potentem. v. 247. 
---Sterilemque tibi, Proſerpina, vaccam. „ 


Could theſe be the Myſteries of Ceres, where ſhe had 
neither Sacrifices nor Invocations offer'd to her? 
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541 
were celebrated at ATHENS in honour of Ceres. 
And p. 224. he repeats the Blunder, and _ 
Muſeus had been Hierophant at Athens, i. e 
in the Eleufinian Myſteries, of which he is 
ſpeaking. Whence does this learned Remarker 
think they were called Eleuſinian Myſteries, but 
from Eleuſis or Eleuſin, where they were cele- 
brated in the Temple of. Ceres. Let him con- 
ſult Herodotus, the Parian Marbles, Diodorus 
_ or any ancient Writer who bas men- 
on'd them; or let him look a little into 
Meurſius whom he cites, but one would think 
had never read. 

Our Remarker's Explication alſo of; the Ey 


teric and Exoteric Philoſophy is all a mere 


Blunder, owing to his not being able to diſtin- 
guiſh between a Pr opoſition or Subject and the 
Explanation of it. The Terms Eſoteric and 
Exoteric, with reſpect to the Doctrine of a fu- 
ture State, had no Relation to the Doctrine or 
Subject itſelf, which was taught and profeis'd 
equally amongſt the e e and amongſt 
the Vulgar: But the Philoſophers explain'd it 
in a different Manner in their popular and poli- 
tical Diſcourſes, from what they did in their 
Lectures to their Diſciples; the firſt was the 
Exoteric Way, the ſecond the Eſoteric: And 
this was the Caſe in reſpect of Theology in 
general; and this is all the Myſtery of 3 


aud Exbterits, which our Remarker has made 


ſo much Work about; and infers from it moſt 


TO" that the Philoſophers, tho' they peo: | F 


5 1 


bels and taught, did not believe a future State 
: of Rewards and Puniſhments. 
1 I may leave the Conſideration of his vile and 
immoral Charge to every honeſt and Chriſtian 
. I Reader, who muſt fee and think, that it pro- 
ceeded from Gaul and Bitterneſs of Spirit, and 
a a very corrupt Heart. But I will tell him, that 
* ſuch Kind of Slander and Calumny is not the 
Way to fave a ſinking Character. However, I 
could not deſire a greater Revenge upon him, 
| = than that he ſhould be oblig'd to try his boaſted 
= Abilities in confuting all or any Thing I have 
wrote. Nay, I will be ſo fair, ſince ] preſume 
be has not ſtudied, or knows any Thing of the 
= Subjects of the greateſt Part of my Writings, 
- — as to taſk him only with a Defence of himſelf 
> © againſt my laſt Book wrote on the Subjects, 
which he pretends to have confider' d and to 
- underſtand. 
r | But what muſt all ſerious Perſons and Men 
4 = of Learning think of ſuch a Writer, who by 
mere Self-Conceit imagining himſelf poſſeſs'd 


it of what he really has not, takes upon him to 
- aahuſe at random every one who differs in Opi- 
ir nion from him. But as his Learning will , 
e never hurt any one, ſo his abuſive and un- 
d = chriſtian Behaviour will hurt no one ; but him- 
6 1 have indeed wrote in Peder of the Few- 
le / Revelation, and in it have oppos'd ſeveral 
ſt f | ined Notions of this vega but 1 have 


leaſt 


[ 56 ] 
leaſt Reflection on him or his Writings, that ! 
never ſo much as mention'd his Name or Wri- 
tings at all: Indeed I did not think them worth 
my Notice. | 

For this I am call'd blind, Blunderer, An- 
ſwerer General, and one who have all my Life 
long oppos'd m ſelf to whatever receiv'd the public 
Approbation, with other ſuch like Slander. 

Thus it is be anſwers, as he promis d the 
Public, p. 2. all material Objections made againſt 
his IWritings, or confeſſeth the Force of them. 

All I have to ſay is, that he is welcome to 
oppoſe, as far as he is able, any or every | 
Thing I have wrote, which claſheth with his 
Opinion: But then 1 expect him to do it with. 
hard Arguments, and not with hard Names; 
and that he write like a moral Man at leaſt, if | 
not like a Scholar ; becauſe the firſt is in bis 
Power, tho' the latter may not be ſo. I have 
not yet ſeen any Thing of the Scholar or judi- NJ 
cious Learning in any of his Writings ; but in- 
ſtead thereof have ſeen a great many Citations 
of ,Greek and Latin Authors, which have no _ | 
Relation to his Subject, and ſerve only for 
Shew and Digreſſion *; alſo many bold and 
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* As 7 exerciſes his critical Talent on ſome of the | 
Paſtages he cites, it may not be improper to obſerve his 
Acuteneſs in an Inſtance or two, out of many I might 
produce: One in Greet, and one in Latin. Theſe two | 7 

fell in my Way accidentally, as | was looking over his 
learned Diſſertation on what he calls the Ele iman My- 7 
ſterie . 3 


L —_—C- — 


— p*— wy 


— EPS 5 — =——N 
R — — 
— — — — 4 n Ln — Py 22 
2 — n 
—— 


d > J i 2 5 : , F 2 x * 1k 9 
2 . a * <3 . 4 N Ss My a * * * 5 7 as < 2 3 $914 #2 9 r ; * x OF >. - 8 MAX MITE Sx £10054 2 
DS A TEE * 2 [ES 8 (4 2 2 g 1 22 * 2 3 2 N c Pe SS T 8 
— N fs eng N Wo A EE I Es Ne TE ER N T)... ̃ ß, ĩ⸗ d We EE IN CS Sept, : 
5 4 WA" * . 2 Er — 1 * e [it 2 Fe TIDE TITRE BEXS= c POCAES ET 5 n . N n - 


+ 708). 


EF-1 


empty Aſſertions call'd Demonſtrations ; and in- 
ſtead of Arguments and Reaſoning, downright 
Bullying, Railing, and pe; ſonal Abuſe and im- 
modeſt Reflections; and as I have had no ſmall 
Share of them, I tell him that I heartily de- 
ſpiſe them, and pity the Author of them, 


ſteries. The firſt is a Citation of Arrian's Epictetus. Diſ- 
ſert. lib. iii. c. 21. S reg whipa yireru ra fe ETW5 EIL 
GAN TAZIAN i Nihil, rl rg KA traghuou TS gi 
xairaln Tavra TavTE UNS Twi mana), [he Words sig Darraria 
ive he calls an obſcure Expreſſion (Div. Leg. p. 139.) 
but that nothing may ſeem too hard for him, he tranilates 
it, we ſeize the true Spirit of them. Now, ſeizing the true 
Spirit of them is but a coarſe Expreſſion, if it was the 
Senſe of the Author; but as to that, he might as well 
have tranſlated it any Thing elſe. The Expreſſion is 
plain and eaſy enough, and means; we come to the Per- 
ception (or Knowledge) that all theſe Things he had men- 
tion'd before] were inſtituted by the Ancients for Inſtruction 
and Reformation of Life, 3 
80 I adviſe him, when any more obſcure Expreſſuns 
come in his Way, that he will not venture to tranſlate 
them, ſince he is fo unlucky at doing it. 

The other is a Paſſage in Virgil, which he cites p. 209. 
Hos juxta, falſo damnati crimine mortis, Mn. vi. ver. 430. 


Virgil ſays, that at the Entrance of Hades, near to thoſe _ 
innocent Infants who were ſnatch'd from their Mothers 


Breaſts to the Grave, they were plac'd who were unjuſtly 
condemn'd to Death. Can any Thing be caſier than this 
Explication? Or can any more proper Place be aſſign'd 


to thoſe who ſuffer'd Death by an unjuſt Sentence, than 


amongſt thoſe who died immaturely in their infant State: 


Yet he would have the Place corrected without any Evidence 


or Authority, and read, falſo damnati tempore mortis. As 
if Virgil had alluded to the Fable of Hints Gergias, 
which no Doubt was as far from his Thoughts, as our 
Author's Emendation of his Verſe was. But Fzrgil 4s too 
dangerous a Writer for ſuch a Critic to tamper with. 
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| 
Not knowing what to ſay againſt my Book, 

he intimates that he ſhould not have taken no- 
tice of me (to abuſe me, for this is all the 
Notice he has taken of me) but for the Words 
in m Title Page, viz, The Dactrine of the an- 
cient Philoſothers concerning d future State ſhewn 
70 be conſiſtent with Reaſon. This he calls a 
vile Inſinuation, intimating, that he had written 


Jome thing againſt the Reaſonableneſs of that Doc- 


trine, This, I ſuppoſe, was to excuſe his un- 
righteous Charge before- mention'd; and thus 
he adds Sn fo Sin, thro' Hardneſs and Impe- 
nitency. But what Doctrine [I pray this acute 
Logician to explain] do I intimate he has 
wrote ſomething againſt ? Does he mean againſt, 
the Doctrine of the ancient Philoſophers con- 
ceming a future State, for my Title Page ſpeaks 
of nothing elſe? If ſo; has he not wrote a 
great Part of his Books to prove, that the an- 


cient Philoſophers in expreſſing their Notions of 


the future State, have ſo explain d it, as to 


ſhew that they did not believe it at all; nay, 


what is more extraordinary, that they could net 


believe it? Will he deny this? Tho! it is a 


groſs Miſrepreſentation of the ancient Philoſo- 
phers; the Reaſonableneſs of whoſe Doctrine 
in this Point, and their actual Belief of it, I 
have ſhewn at large, But if he means to 


charge me with having iginuated, that he had 


wrote ſomething againſt the Reaſonableneſs of 
a future State, I will leave it to every Reader 
of common Senſe, whether my Words inſi- 

nuate 
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[391] 
nuate any Thing he chargeth them with, or 
will bear to be ſo underſtood, 1 ſpeak only 
of the Doctrine of the ancient Philoſophers ; and 
I do not find, that he has pleaded for the Rea- 
onableneſs of their Doctrine; but on the con- 
trary I find, that he has endeavour'd to ſhew 
that their Doctrine is inconſiſtent with any fu- 


ture State of Rewards and Puniſhtnents, So 


if any Thing be inſinuated, (for I neither men- 
tion him or any of his Writings) it can only 
be, that he has wrote ſomething againſt the 
Doctrine of the ancient Philoſophers concern- 
ing a future State, which he knows he has 
wrote againſt, tho very weakly. 

I doubt not, therefore, but he took notice 
of me in an abufive Way, merely becauſe he 


knows he cannot anſwer me in a Scholar-like 
Way. Railing and Calumny are his Talent; 


and he may enjoy the unmanly Triumphs of 
them over his Adverfaries with as much Plea- 
ſure as he can, 

I could eaſily ſhew (if i it was worth while) 
the Weakneſs and Abſurdity of every other 
Notion advanc'd in our Remarker's Writings, 
which are in this Reſpect all of a Piece: But 
as he is in the Hands of others, who are able 
(if they will miſpend a little Time) to confute, 
but not to convince him; fo I ſhould not have 
troubled the Public with the preceding Confu- 
tation of fo vain and empty a Writer, (who 
would have paſs'd unobſerv'd by me) if his 
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[ 60 ] 
immoral Reflections had not made a Defence of 
myſelf both juſt and neceſlary, 

Mr. Fargo, no Doubt, will be ſo par- 
tial to himſelf, as to think that I have been too 
ſevere with him: But he who has ſo outra- 
geouſly and no leſs unjuſtly and unprovok'd 
abus d ſo many learned and worthy Men, has 
no Cauſe to complain of meeting with ſome 
of that Correction, which he juſtly deſerves. 


And if his own Heart does not condemn him 


for many Things he has ſaid, I ſhall be ſorry 


for him, and pity his Condition, as being worſe 


than that of a mere Infidel. 
But if any Thing I have faid ſhall do him 


any Good, and make him reflect on his own. 


bad Conduct and Behaviour, I ſhall be glad, 
and hope that in Time he will come to a mo- 


deſt Way of thinking of his own Talents ; 
which, whatever they are, are employ'd to 


very bad Purpoſe; and I am ſure have no- 
thing in them, to give him a Superiority over 


| thoſe he treats with fo much Haughtineſs and 


Contempt. He is but 4 Novitiate lately come 
from School, and a Stranger in the learned 
World; and wants much to learn, and eſpe- 
cially to know how to behave as a Gentleman 


as well as a Scholar. And till he ſhews more 


Judgment, and mends his Manners, they who 
are poſſeſo d with either, will have nothing to 


co with him, 


It 


[61] 

It is probable that he will again fly out into 
5 ; Abuſe, having nothing elſe left. But as I have 
1 He him no Occaſion for it, and faid nothing 
| but in the Way of Reaſon and Argument, and 
* in the juſt Vindication of myſelf from perſonal 
== I cannot think of miſpending my 
Time about ſuch a Writer; and therefore I 
take my Leave of him, wiſhing him both a 
ſounder Head and a better Heart. 


5 


5 Io 


5 
8 


8. 
; 
** 
1 
* 
7 
7 
«_ o 
"= 
41 
9 
+ 
£4 
* 
* 
Fo 
>. 
>. F 
Ge 
#: 
$7 
* Fl 
' 
1 
TH 
1 
* 
. : 
1 
* 
« 
| £1 
£ 
* 
3 
} 
«. 
15 
1 * 
& * a 
Þ 
"3 
2 
f 
* 
ö 
5 > 
Os 
4 
* 
+ 
% 
$ 
* 


7 NV,, 


* 
o 
_ 


> = 2g . 
R. he os” 


— 


* 
2 7 8 


r . 

= _ 4 6 2 La _ — * as e * LY 
r 1 — wot? - * 2 pe. 
— "wy OOF n . 


: = 1 = C4 
AL I EIA. CA 


ERRATA. 17 


Y Page 8, line g, read more, l. 33, read Exoterically. 
p. 14, J. 10, read inbumane. 
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Books printed for J. Noon, at the White-Hart, 


Notes on this Goſpel, correcting that great Man's many 
Daniel Scott, L. L. D. 
to the Coloſſians, Philippians, and Hebrews : after tbe 


giving an Account of the Deſign and Uſe of this Book; 


John, in the Manner of Dr. Clarke ; with a Preface con- 1 
cerning the Uſefulneſs and Intelligibleneſs of that Bock. 


for Families. 


near Mercers-Chapel, in Cheapſide. 1 
1. I JErmanni Boerhaave ®YEIOAOTIKH, ſeu Oeconomis 
| Animalis, Areis Tabulis 54, eleganter inſculpti, 
illuſtrata: In quibus, humani Corporis partes, dilucide s 
diſtincte ex hibentur. = 
2. A new Verſion of St. Matthew's Goſpel, with ſele& 
Notes; wherein the Verſion is vindicated, and the Senſe 
and Purity of ſeveral Words and Expreſſions in the Orig. 
nal are ſettled, and illuſtrated from Authors of eſtabliſh'4 = 
Credit. To which is added, a Review of Dr. Milli; M 


Miſtakes and Errors, and ſupplying his Omiſſions. By Hf 
3. A Paraphraſe and Notes on the Epiſtles of St. Pail 8 


Manner of Mr. Locke. To which are annex'd, ſeveral crit: 
cal Diſſertations on particular Texts of Scripture. By the 
late Reverend Mr. James Pierce of Exon. 2d Edition. 
4. A Paraphraſe and Notes on the Revelation of St. 
John; with large Hiſtorical Obſervations, and a Preface 


eee eee 


with a Scheme and Uſe of the Prophecies, By Adiſe: 1 
Loꝛuman. | . TY 4 
5. A Paraphraſe with Notes on the Revelation of St. 
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„ EA 
33). part es” PTL 
1.5 3 W 


By Thomas Pyle, M. A. Prebendary of the Cathedral Church 7 
of Salisbury. _ 
6. A Paraphraſe on the ſeven Catholick Epiſtles : after 
the Manner of Dr. Clarke on the four Evangeliſts. Uſeful 7 
7. A Paraphraſe and critical Commentary on the Pro- if 
phecy of Joel. By Samnel Chandler, E 
8. The curious and uſeful Sermons of the Reverend Mr. 
Fames Fojter. 4th Edition. 4 vol. 8vo. | . 
9. The ſame Gentleman's Defence of the Uſefulneſs, 
Truth, and Excellency of the Chriſtian Revelation, in an- 


ſwer to Chriſtianity as old as the Creation. 3d Edition. 4 


10. His three Letters to Dr. Stebbing on the Subject of 
Hereſy. 2d Edition. 
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*# Books printed for J. Noox, 2! the White-Hart. 
many peculiar Texts of Scripture, and Diſcourſes on va- 
"ious Subjects. By Fo/eph Hallett, jun. | 


II. A free and impartial Study of the holy Scriptures 
12. The Laws and Liberties of the Goſpel : or, The 


* 5 Fecommended. In 3 vols. 8 vo. Containing Notes on 
uties and Privileges common to all Chriſtians explain'd 


* 
tc promote Chriſtian Truth and Charity, Peace and U- 
"nity. By Gilbert Michell, M. A. Rector of Bredſall near 
Derby. | 
13. Fifteen Serſons on ſeveral Occaſions. To which is 
added, a Scripture Catechiſm, or the Principles of the 
Chriſtian Religion laid down in the Words of the Bible. 
Hy the late Rev. Mr. James Pierce. | 
134. Funeral Diſcourſes: In two Parts. Containing, 
I. Conſolations on the Death of our Friends. 2. Prepara- 
tions for our own Death, By William Harris, D. D. 
= 1s. Novitiana opera, cum copioſiſſimis Obſervationibus & 
= Notis, in quibus totum argumentum auctoris de Regula Fidei 


tur Diſſertatio de Filii Dei Homoouſio, froe Coeſſentialitate 
uni Deo Patri. Studio Johannis Jackſon, Eccleſ. Angl. 
1506. A ſecond Edition of a Defence of Human Liberty, 
in anſwer to the principal Arguments which have been al- 
ledged againſt it, and particularly to Cato's Letters on that 
'  Subjet. To which is added, a Vindication of Human Li- 


derty: In anſwer to a Diſſertation on Liberty and Neceſſi- 


9 i written by 4. C. Eſq; By John Fackſon Rector of 


; = Roflington in the County of York, and Maſter of Wig⸗ 


= ſton's Hoſpital in Leiceſter. | 
17. Cyropadia : or, the Inſtitution of Cyrus, concern- 
ing Religion and Government. Tranſlated from the Greek 
Original of Xenophon, by the late honourable Maurire 
Aßpley, Eſq; (Brother to the late Earl of Shaft/pury.) Ad- 
2 drefs'd to the Lady Elizabeth Harris, in a Diſſertation upon 
the true Liberty of thinking in Matters both Eccleſiaſtical 
and Civil. By the Tranflator. In two vol. 8vo. 
158. The Hiſtory of the Sevarambians, a People of the 
Fauth Continent : In five Parts. Containny an Account 
| wh 


nd recommended in ſeveral practical Diſcourſes, Deſigned 


ex veterum Patrum Monumentis late diſcutitur. Præmitti- 
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vernment, Laws, Religion, Mantiets, and Lan- 
that Nation. Tranſlated from the Memoirs of 


| Col *$iden, who lived near fiſteen Years amongſt them. 


A Treatiſe of Human Nature; being an Attempt to 
reduce the experimental Method of Reaſoning into mo- 
ral Subjects: Wherein the Nature of the Underſtanding 
In 2 vol. 8 vo. 

Kara temporum felicitas, ubir ſentire que velis, & que 
fentias dicere licet. Tacit. 

20. The Philoſophical Grammar of Experimental, Na- 
tural Philoſophy, in the familiar Way of Dialogue ; adapt- 
ed to the Capacities of Youth, and illuſtrated with Variety 
of Copper-plates, Maps, Sc. The 2d Edition, with large 
Additions. By B. Martin. 1285 
21. The Principles of Moral and Chriltian Philoſophy : 
In two Volumes. Vol. I. Containing Moral Philoſophy. 
An Enquiry into the wiſe and good Government of the 
Moral World. In which the Continuance. of good Admi- 


niſtration, and due Care about Virtue for ever, is inferred 


from the preſent” Order- in all Fr, in that Part chiefly 
where Virtue'is concerned. Vol. 1 Containing Chriſtian 
Philoſophy. The Chriſtian Doctrine concerning God, 
Providence, Virtue, and a future State, proved to be agree- 
able to true Philoſophy, and to be attended with a truly 
philoſophical Evidence. By George Turnbull, L. L. D. 
22. A Methodical Syſtem of Univerſal Law: or, the 
Laws of Nature and Nations, deduced from certain Prin- 
=ciple$"-and applied to proper Caſes, Written in Latin by 
the celebrated 7 0, Got, Heineccius, Counſellor of State to 
the King of {Ag and Profeſſor of Philoſophy at Hall 
Tranflated, and illuftrated with Notes and Supplements, 
by George Turnbull, L. L. D. To which is added, a Diſ- 
courſe upon 'the Nature and Origin of Moral and Civil 
Laws; in which they are deduced, by an Analyſis of the 
Human Mind in the experimental Way, from our internal 
1 N and Difpoitions. In 2 vol. 
TheElements of all Geometry. Ce 1. The 
Rue mente of Decimal Arichmetick, Logarithims, and Al- 
gebra. 2. Euclid's Elements of plain and ſolid Geometry 
demonſtrated in an eaſy Method for Learners without a Ma- 
fer. 3. The Elements of Splicrical Ce after the 
Manner of Euclid, &c. : 
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